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Вот HOPE SPRINGS ETERNAL 








MEDIA + CULTURE 
; D EAS THE ENVIRONMENT 
BUSINESS 
SCIENCE + TECHNOLOGY 
Q t POLITICS 
ACTIVISM 


We are living through a scary historical moment. Ecosystems and 
psychosystems are collapsing. Our millenia-long march to freedom 
has stalled, just as the march of technology accelerates wildly. 

A cool fascismo pervades the affluent West while in the rest of the 
world there's a last desperate scramble going on for what remains 
of the Earth's vital resources. Meanwhile, the war on terror keeps 
escalating. This human experiment of ours, which has bounded 
along quite nicely for thousands of generations, is suddenly 
veering out of control. 

In this year-end issue we confront this brutal, dead-end reality 
head on. Then, on seven fronts, we present you with the biggest, 
brightest ideas by the boldest writers, artists and activists that we 
could muster, all in the hope that a charged-up alliance of culture 
jammers and cultural creatives may yet be able to claw the way 
back into some kind of sane, livable future. 

All of us here at Adbusters wish you a happy and life-changing 
new year - may hope spring eternal! 

—Kalle Lasn, Editor-in-chief 
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ADBUSTERS: What do you see as the main obstacles to solid, challenging 
investigative journalism today? 


JOHN PILGER: The willingness of journalists and broadcasters to go along with 
the corporatism that has corrupted their field. Many try to fool themselves into 
thinking that they are retaining a professionalism, and that their “objectivity” 
is sacrosanct. The most vivid example of this is the complicity and silence of the 
so-called mainstream American media, which effectively facilitated the invasion 
of Iraq and the killing of tens of thousands of innocent people; an epic act of 
piracy. And the worst offenders aren't necessarily the hacks at Fox — at least Fox 
is clear about its aims — but rather the members of the liberal press with their 
Columbia School of Journalism pretensions and censorship by omission. Just 
look at how The New York Times and The Washington Post have suppressed 
the extent of the civilian slaughter in Iraq. 





The news media are in crisis. Rocked by scandals, 
attacked from both the left and the right, challenged 
by upstart bloggers and accused of complicity with a 
war built largely on lies and shoddy information gath- 
ering, the credibility of journalism as a whole lies in 
tatters. In a recent US poll, 65 percent of respondents 
did not trust news outlets to quickly report on or cor- 
rect their own errors, while 79 percent thought the 
media would hesitate to run unflattering stories about 
advertisers. The silver lining? During such a time of 
anxiety, upheaval and war, a level of skepticism this 
high can serve to fuel the decommercialization our info- 
systems, to break up media monopolies and to force us 


all to scrutinize the true state of the mental commons. 


Source: Annenberg Public Policy Center poll, May 2005. 





Fake Town Hall Meetings 
Fake Inquiries 


FAKE DEMOCRACY 


It's been a bad year for America's most important 
export. Not sitcom re-runs, software or steel, 

but rather democracy. And the product is not just 
struggling in the pockmarked streets of Iraq. It's 
also under threat at home in the heartland, where 
the actions of the Bush administration undermine 
the most basic conditions for a democratic state and 
a free people to flourish. 

Here's how they do it. 

Chances are good you've watched a story about, 
say, social security, or the Iraq war, or the latest 
breast cancer drug. Chances are just as good that 
many of them were not produced by journalists 
safeguarding the public interest, but by PR firms 
peddling Video News Releases (умк) - ads disguised 
as news stories — for a private corporation or 
government agency. 

Or maybe you watched George Bush consult with 
a group of everyday citizens about that same social 
security issue, or education, or the war? You can 
presume that these average folks were actually quite 
special, each carefully pre-screened and selected by 
the President's handlers. Nowhere were the hundreds, 
maybe thousands, of citizens from across the country 
who Republican organizers ejected or barred from 
these "public" hearings. 

How about press conferences? From 2003 to 2005, 
Republican blogger Jeff Guckert acted as a plant at 
White House briefings, using official press credentials 
under the alias Jeff Gannon. The President and other 
officials relied on Guckert as an escape hatch. When 
real reporters were presssing them, they'd turn to 
Guckert who would dutifully turn down the heat by 


offering softball questions. 

Then there's Armstrong Williams. The Federal 
Education Department paid the syndicated journalist 
$241,000 to promote the No Child Left Behind Act 
in his columns; at the same time, the Department of 
Health and Human Services put journalists Maggie 
Gallagher and Michael McManus on their payroll 
to hock various marriage initiatives. The payoff 
was so blatant that the General Accounting Office 
— an independent federal agency — condemned it as 
*covert propaganda." 

Alone, each of these incidents might be forgiven 
as a temporary abuse of power or an over-zealous 
White House staffer. They may not be enough to 
compromise the integrity of American democracy 
as a whole. 

But together, they reveal a troubling picture. 
Honest journalists, independent news organizations, 
open public consultations - these are the safety 
valves in the machine, the pillars that hold up the 
house. We rely on them to ensure our elected officials 
do the things they said they would. We depend on 
them to keep our interests safe, to hold government 
accountable, to make sure, in other words, that our 
democracy remains democratic. 

Which invites the question. 

If the United States is unable to produce or 
maintain a healthy democratic system at home, how 
can they offer it to anyone else? And if democracy 
isn't the product, what are they shipping to the rest 
of the world? 

Olive Dempsey 


JOURNALISTS NEED MORE COURAGE 
says Helen Thomas 


With 57 years of White House 
reporting, Helen Thomas is 
commonly referred to as “The First 
Lady of the Press.” She talked to 
Adbusters associate editor Deborah 
Campbell about the state of 
journalism today. 


ADBUSTERS: You've had a front row seat on the 
White House press gallery since Kennedy, and now 
you've been moved to the back of the room... 


HELEN THOMAS: Only for press conferences with 
Bush. He doesn't want to call on me. 


AB: What does that say about his view of the press? 


HT: Pm reluctant to personalize it. No president 
likes the press, period. But Bush in particular wants 
to sanitize who he talks to. They give him a list of 
reporters to call on — which I’ve never seen done 
before — and he sticks to the script. He's afraid of my 
questions. On the one hand it makes me laugh, but 
it's also sad. A president of the United States ought 
to be able to handle any question. If they can't, then 
why are they there? My requests are very simple. 
Usually it's like “why?” Why did you do it? What's 
it all about? If you're putting people's lives at risk, 
you should be able to answer questions like that. 


AB: Do you think the US press is tough enough on 
monitoring the centers of power at this point? 


HT: No, I think they fell down on the job. But I sense 
that they're getting their sea legs, gradually coming 
out of their coma in light of the hurricane and Karl 
Rove and a few other things. So they might get 

back to being real reporters again. I think they're 
beginning to realize they let too many opportunities 
pass, that it's okay to get angry and to really 
challenge, which is their job. Reporters represent the 
last frontier in terms of questioning public officials. 
If we don't do it, it doesn't happen. 


AB: Do you recall a time or a moment in history 
when journalism was more heroic than it has been 
in recent years? 


HT: Every other time but this time. And it's because 
of 9/11. People wanted to be more patriotic and 
were afraid of rocking the boat. From there, we 
segued into a war where reporters were worried 
about jeopardizing the troops. So there was a heavy 
cloud and reporters had to fall in line for awhile. 
But they're coming out of it, thank goodness. 


AB: What are some of the main obstacles to doing 
good journalism at the moment? 


HT: Fear. Lack of courage. You want to keep your 
job. Maybe some corporate heads are breathing 
down your neck. You've got to feed the family and 
send the kids to college. There might be financial 
reasons and others, and maybe some reporters 
genuinely feel they shouldn't raise uncomfortable 
questions at a time when patriotism is demanded. But 
our job is to find out the truth. That's our only job. 


AB: At the moment it seems there are some cracks in 
the US foreign policy. Do you speculate as to where 
any of that is going? 


ur: Well, I think that we've got to pull the troops out 
of Iraq. We've got to stop killing. This is ridiculous. 
It's more than ridiculous, it's tragic. Wanton killing, 
killing and being killed — for what? I think the 
administration wants to hang in there because they 
actually believe they can win. But I think that's a 
long shot, if anything. And what is winning anyway? 
Winning what? A Shia theocracy? Is that what 
American soldiers are dying for? 

Furthermore, we've got to find out what terrorism 
is really about, find out the root causes. I think that 
it was right to go into Afghanistan and right to go 
after Bin Laden. But what about the bigger picture? 
Is it a religious war? Is it American policy that is 
motivating these people? What is it? Figure that out, 
and deal with it. 


GRE aoBusTeRs 


EDITOR-IN-CHIEF Kalle Lasn 
SENIOR EDITORS Clayton Dach, 
Nicholas Klassen 

ART DIRECTOR Valerie Thai 

CREATIVE DIRECTOR Michael Simons 
ASSOCIATE EDITORS Deborah Campbell, 
James Mackinnon, Paul Schmelzer 
CONTRIBUTING EDITORS Kevin Arnold, 
Andrew Fleming, Nick Rockel 

DESIGNER Chris Sauvé 


PRODUCER Paul Shoebridge 
CAMPAIGNS MANAGER Tim Walker 
CAMPAIGNS INTERN Micah White 


TECHNICAL MANAGER Mark Rogers 
MOTION GRAPHICS DESIGNER Mihai Wilson 

WEBSERVER ADMINISTRATOR Patrick Gibson 
PROGRAMMING ASSISTANCE Simon Davison 


SOCIAL MARKETING MANAGER Leigh Ratcliff 
MEDIA RELATIONS/FUNDRAISING ASSOCIATE 
Laura Fauth 

BLACKSPOT MARKETING MANAGER 

Sharon Cohen 

DOGSBODY Julian Killam 

ACCOUNTS MANAGER/SUBSCRIPTIONS 
Gerry Bratz 

PROJECT COORDINATOR Erika Kumar 
ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT Brian Highley 
STAFF PHOTOGRAPHER Dave Niddrie 
PRODUCTION ASSISTANT Randy Walton 


BLACKSPOT INTERN Parry Malm 
OFFICE INTERN Christian Thums 
PROOFREADING Laura Fauth 

VOLUNTEERS Ryan Anderson, George Atherton, 
Lauren Badyk, Danielle Bicknell, Davina Cheung, 
Suzanne Cowan, Simon Davison, April Ens, 

Vicki Heung, Masayuki iwase, Clara Kuoch, 
Cathy Marach, Darren Negraeff, Marianne 
Papadopoulos, Dione Poole, Michael Rae, 

Jono Ryan, Alison Thompson, Lindsay Van Gyn, 
Vivian Wong, Danyu hao 


PRINTING Quad/Graphics. 
PREPRESS 35 Printers Inc. 

NEWSSTAND DISTRIBUTION Coast to Coast 
Newsstand Services 

ACCOUNTING Kenn Lackner 

PUBLISHERS Kalle Lasn, Bill Schmalz 


For reprint permission, contact reprints@adbusters. 
rg. Portions of the magazine may be photocopied for 
educational purposes, Adbusters magazine is published. 

by Adbusters Media Foundation. GST# R127330082, 
ISBN/ISSN 0847-9097. © Copyright 2005 by Adbusters Media 
Foundation, Al Rights Reserved. Printed in the USA. 


WWW.ADBUSTERS.ORG 





The article on Yomango 

[Adbusters #62] is the dumbest 

thing I’ve ever heard. Stealing 

is stealing is stealing. There are 

a million other ways to fight 

corporate culture. You just gave a 

bunch of losers an excuse to steal! 
ANONYMOUS 

via email 





After hours, a man sneaks 
into Adbusters headquarters 
and decides to artfully ravage 
the building. He justifies his 
extremism as part of a new 
and radical experiment. This is 
more than simply vandalizing a 
building, this is a movement to 
tame the villain. 

BRANDON WILLER 

via email 


I enjoyed reading Josiah Bunting’s 
thought-provoking article 
[Adbusters #61] on the ever- 
widening gap between the elitists 
of our country and military 
service. 

Military power is something 
that can easily be manipulated 
and abused. And the point at 
which political constituencies shift 
from citizens to corporations is 
the point at which war becomes 


even less about defense and even 
more about further empowering 
the wealthy. Mr. Bunting asserts 
that any citizen who sees the 
chasm separating those who serve 
from those whom they serve 
must deplore a civic culture that 
removes the burdens of military 
service from those it has blessed 
most abundantly. What about 
deploring the economic and 
corporate cultures which have 
twisted military service into a 
tool of American economic and 
cultural hegemony? And not just 
in Iraq by Mr. Bush, but countless 
times, and particularly since 
1945, as motives for going to 
war seem more dubious with 
each conflict? 

I myself would be extremely 
distraught if one of my sons or 
my daughter were to enter the 
“service of their country,” when 
such service has been divorced 
from merely defending the 
country from attack. I do not 
begrudge or disrespect those 
whose calling it is to don the 
uniform and serve. But let’s start 
being honest about what that 
means, please, and hold our so- 
called leaders to a higher standard 
when they talk of war. 

Perhaps, rather than seeking a 
“sense of national commonality,” 
we should be seeking a sense 
of global commonality. If not, 
our future “enemies” won't be 
invading armies but competing 
ideologies and economic interests. 
The ascendent power of the 
corporation over the state will 
further solidify this trend. 

Handing your life over to a 
military machine never seemed 
such a foolhardy proposition. 

DANIEL BROOKS 
USA 


In response to your magazine's 
obvious distaste for those of us 
who feel it necessary to “ply” 
ourselves with drugs [Adbusters 
#62], I too have criticized those 
who were “weak” and relied on 
pharmaceuticals to get through 
the day. But then, 2 years ago, 

I found myself meticulously 
planning how, when and where 
I would finally kill myself. 

That was when I was 14. 

Are drugs too-often prescribed 
instead of therapy? Yes. Do 
pharmaceutical companies 
often twist their clinical trials to 
get their drugs on the market? 
Absolutely. Does our government. 
approve drugs not suitable for 
the market? You better believe 
it. But blame the pharmaceutical 
companies, the lazy doctors and 
the FDA, not the patients. Like 
everyone in the world, we just 
want to be able to function and 
be productive. 

With drugs I was able to stop 
the barrage of suicidal thoughts 
and get to a counseling center. 
With a wonderful therapist I have 
learned about my illness and 
how to cope with its fluctuations. 
Without the drugs I never would 
have met her, read your magazine 
or written this letter. In fact, Pd 
be dead. 

ANONYMOUS 
Los Angeles, USA 


Тат writing about my mom, 
who was an alcoholic for 25 
years and has been diagnosed 
with chronic anxiety. She was 
treated with antidepressants 
and Xanax. At the time she was 
taking the antidepressants she 
was also drinking heavily. This 
made everything worse. I don't 
know how she made it out alive. 
She stopped drinking, but now 





Little girls turned into sexy little women - freakish, disturbing, 
sad. I am reminded again why I home-school, why I threw out 
the TV, why Pd rather stay at home and love my daughter than 
make a lot of money and watch her childhood and self-esteeem 
drift away on a sea of advertising. 


she has a new God: Xanax. It is 
all she talks about when she runs 
out before her refill. She takes it 
without supervision. The doctor 
gives her refills, no questions 
asked, no effort made. Now she's 
addicted for life to a drug that 


STACIE ALLISON WEAVER 
Mineral, USA 


is supposed to be used only for 
short-term treatment. When she's 
on it she's in heaven; when she's 
not, she's in hell. 
KRIS WAJSOWICZ 
Winnipeg, Canada 





Automakers, please stop 
producing cars that look angry. 
Driving has an unfortunate 
tendency to make people 
irrationally aggressive. Why 
design cars that reflect this? 
JOSEPH MOHAN 
USA 


Iam 19 and need 12 pills to wake 
up. Tylenol, coffee, a morphine, 
half a bottle of wine, a bowl of 
pot, a bagel, corporations, an 
alarm clock, a hint of school, few 
gulps of mouth wash, some cough 
syrup and some hairspray in a 
bag. But don’t wake me up for 
the news; I'd rather not hear it. 
CURT PULLAN 
via email 


I never buy toothpaste; my teeth 
prefer baking soda. Never buy 
deodorant — vodka works better. 
Never buy talcum powder; 
I use cornstarch. I make my own 
perfumes: grind flowers in vodka 
and oil, strain and bottle. I grind 
whole grains in the blender to 
make my own flour. Plant my 
own chard, kale, cabbage, beans, 
herbs and grapes. Make my own 
medicine such as mint tea for 
my stomach. I put a sign reading 
“The Salesman in the Living 
Room” on my TV for a year, and 
then I gave the TV away. I only 
wash clothes in cold water and 
line dry. I gave away my dryer. 
I get a wonderful sense of quiet 
power from all these things. 
DORIS JEAN LONG 
North Hollywood, USA 


I'm 55 years old and Гуе been 
driving since I was 16. That's a 
long time to be an autoholic. Ten 
years ago I started riding my bike 
to work once a week; now 1 ride it 
most every day. It’s been difficult 
because Гуе loved cars, all of my 
cars. I thought driving made me 
happy. But that happiness costs. 
It costs someone. We are screwing 
up Iraq because of my car and 
me. We've squandered our 
resources, our land, our liberties, 
our future because of me and 
my car. Driving is an addiction. 
I know better now than to indulge 
in my addiction. I still own a car 
but I don't love it anymore. 
AL COOVERT 
Austin, USA 


About three years ago, I went to 
visit distant family in Montana. 
My first cousin, once removed, 
had 12 amazing kids - from ages 
three to 25. This was my first 
time meeting any of them. They 
are all home-schooled and deeply 
religious. They raise their own 
animals and live off the land 
in a log cabin they built. I went 
there, my PhD in hand, thinking 
I would be very impressive to the 
lot. I figured the kids would have 
lived sheltered lives, and would 
intently listen to my worldly 
stories. Yet, I was the one moved 
by the visit. 

These kids, raised without 
TV and in the most loving and 
functional home I have seen, 
taught me a valuable lesson. They 
talked to each other — listened, 
too. They helped each other with 
chores, played together, read 
together, all the time, every day. 

Upon returning home, I told my 
wife I was ready to kill the TV. 
Three years later and all I miss is 
the sports. But I read more — a lot 


more — and my wife and I have 
the greatest conversations ever in 
our relationship. I may not know 
if something bad happens until 
tomorrow. But I’m OK with that. 
ANONYMOUS 
USA 


Historically, revolution only 
occurs when the masses are 
in a state of discomfort. Our 
discomfort is mental. We strive to 
be like Greek gods, with a twist 
of Armani. We are left with little 
but two choices, much the same 
as a cancer patient: we can accept 
our position and play the game 
of hedonism, or we can struggle 
for a better tomorrow through 
a painful a sometimes hopeless 
mental war. 

TRAVIS A. COSSITT 

via emial 


Pve read Adbusters for three years 
and every issue there are at least 
three Canadians complaining 
about Americans and I’m fucking 
sick of it. Last time I checked a 
globe, you fucks, you still lived 

in North America. Canada is a 
country of bastardized cultures 
and institutions with no soul 

and no struggle and no heart. 
That's why they could never quite 
understand jazz music or rock 

^n roll. Everything they do is a 
poor imitation of the real thing. 
Everything they do is hollow and 
devoid of meaning. 

Is this hyperbole? Absolutely. 
Because fuck Canada. And fuck 
Adbusters for printing the same 
whiny and prejudiced letters 
over and over. Yes, America and 
Americans have created all the 
world's problems. It is all our 
fault. In Iraq, if a young woman 
is raped, the family kills her to 
reclaim their *honor." 


But Americans are evil and stupid 
and uncultured. In some Islamic 
cultures, when a husband dies, the 
woman is laid on top of his body 
and buried with him. There are 
supposedly passages in the Koran 
to substantiate these practices. 
But America is the problem. 

America is the scapegoat the 
West uses to hide all of the blood 
on its hands. To pretend that 
they're free of guilt. Like they're 
excused from their country's 
excesses and abuses. 

Ostensibly, it is our corrupt, 
racist government and corporate 
oligarchy that grinds everyone's 
gears. Guess what? They 
grind ours, too. They tax us 
exorbitantly for the pet projects 
of those with money to make 
campaign contributions. Our 
health care costs are skyrocketing 
because they are left in the hands 
of morally bereft executives. 
There are some 40 million 
Americans without even the most 
basic of health insurance. 

Of course, you know these 
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things. You are among the 
enlightened. So you never stop 

to think that the oh-so-ignorant 
fat American you see walking 
down the street with his hot pink 
fannypack snapping pictures with 
his new ultra-zoom digital camera 
is actually a real person with real 
problems and real stories. Perhaps 
it's his first trip after he saw his 
mom eaten by cancer for seven 
brutal months before she finally 
gave in. Or his kid was hit by a 
drunk driver and was kept on a 
feeding tube for weeks until she 
finally died and the medical bills 
have destroyed his family and he 
wanted to see Canada before he 
finally killed himself. 

But you laugh at him anyway 
because he's American and 
therefore less of a person in 
your eyes and fuck him for 
pumping his hard-earned cash 
into your moribund economy. 

In America, we work for what 
we get. Sometimes years at a 
time with little to no vacation 
days, and sometimes without 
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overtime pay, or benefits, or 
bosses who think you're worth a 
shit. Or a government that thinks 
you're worth a shit. Go to the 
Washington, DC ghettos late at 
night and tell me how arrogant 
and spoiled we are. Or you can 
tell me about the desperation, 
the pain, or the sick violent 
energy that pervades every brick, 
every crack in the pavement. 
Some Americans sport 
Canadian flags when traveling 
abroad to avoid potential conflicts 
with natives. I think they are a 
mockery to the human spirit. 
I wouldn't defile anything of mine 
with a flag to begin with, certainly 
not one from a country that i: 
still practically a British colony. 
I'm proud of my heritage. 
RYAN TAYLOR 
Washington, DC, USA 
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The United Kingdom has become the latest country 
to ban smiling among those who wish to leave its 
borders. Starting September 12, the Home Office 
ushered the UK into the growing rank of a nations 
requiring a neutral expression and closed mouth in 
all photos submitted for use in passports. 

The no-grins rule is just one of a whole array 
of international passport guidelines developed to 
accommodate the idiosyncrasies of facial recognition 
scanners. Shadows, background objects, red eye, 
eyeglasses, religious headgear, hairstyles, color 
accuracy, exposure levels, line of sight, and even 
thumb-sucking babies are all covered by 
the guidelines. 

While the new regulations don't exactly prefigure 
a dour future dystopia where chuckles are met with 
forty lashes, they will have one unintended side effect: 
with no more smiles going around, all of our passport 
pics are going to look suspiciously like mugshots. 











DRINK FRESH SNOW 


We human beings have a remarkable capacity to 
shrug our shoulders in the face of the extraordinary. 
At least, that's the message Flemish artist Pieter 
Brueghel conveys in his rendering of the fall of Icarus 
— the legendary Greek youth whose artificial wings 
melted when he flew too near the sun. In Brueghel's 
version, Icarus plummets to his death in the Aegean 
unremarked by those nearby. 

W.H. Auden also ponders the question in his 
poem *Musée des Beaux Arts." How, Auden asked, 
could people ignore *something amazing, a boy 
falling out of the sky." His conclusion was they had 
"somewhere to get to." Lives, in other words, have 
to be got on with - we have our own concerns, our 
own imperatives. 

The last year or so ought to have been a good 
period for planetary analysis — disasters aplenty, the 
arrival of peak oil as a media "issue." Accompanying 
all this was a mini-tsunami of minatory texts — Jared 
Diamond's Collapse, James Howard Kunstler's Tbe 
Long Emergency, Matthew Simmons’ Twilight in 
the Desert, Brian Fagan's The Long Summer. And if 
one theme emerged from these tracts, it was a sense 
of terminal pathology — a society entering a new and 
frightening region of vulnerability and with a *huge 
surplus population” (Kunstler's words) at risk if 
it fails. 

At various points in my reading of them, I was 
driven (not for the first time, admittedly) to rush out 
into the street and proclaim: “The end is nigh." But 
who would have been listening? Certainly, not many 
of the middle-class folk in the bit of London where 
I live. Their sights are firmly set elsewhere — that new 
loft, that second home in France or Spain, the next 
career move, the exam prospects of their third 
(or fourth, or fifth) child. 

The author Richard Louv has coined the 
term "nature-deficit disorder" to describe the 
disconnection from the natural world that now 
afflicts children in developed societies — and is a 
contributory cause, Louv thinks, of conditions 
such as obesity and hyperactivity. But there's much 
research to suggest it affects adults too — that we 
in the developed world live in a bubble society that 
fatally disjoins us from nature, leaving us spiritually 
and emotionally impoverished and intellectually ill- 
equipped to gauge the global effects of our behavior. 





BIG IDEA 


No other society in history has lived so cocooned 
from the routine vagaries of climate and weather 
— the crop failures, food shortages and environmental 
reverses that have vexed humanity since prehistory 
but that have also demonstrated how we rely 
on nature for our survival. Up to 93 percent of 
Westerners’ lives are now lived indoors. Research 
suggests that 99 percent of Americans spend less than 
one day in a lifetime in conscious sensory contact 
with nature. Out of 1,440 minutes a day, Britons 
average just one minute in the countryside or seaside. 

We live, in short, in a new evolutionary habitat 
— a roofed-in terrain composed of a succession of 
boxes that fit around us like the layers of a Russian 
doll (house, car, train, office, bar, city). The main 
avenue of release from this manufactured world is 
itself a fiction — the virtual (non-spatial) worlds of 
Internet, television, iPod, mobile. More crucially, we 
treat bubble concepts — most notoriously, the market 
economy — as real, allow them to rule our thoughts 
and lives. 

Living inside the bubble, seeing only reflections of 
ourselves, is it any wonder we lose sight of the world 
outside? In pre-industrial England, as recorded by 
the historian Peter Laslett, couples did not marry 
until a place to live came empty in their village — 

a constraint that also acted as a natural population 
control. In the West today, family size is pure 
personal preference: environmental tolerances don't 
come into it. And why should we deny ourselves an 
suv when it's Bangladesh that takes the strain? 

How can we escape the bubble? Don't bank on 
Katrina teaching a lesson — research from UK floods 
suggests that victims were more likely to discount 
climate change as the culprit. We need to reconnect 
with nature before it connects, terminally, with us. 
Get a relationship going with a tree. Make tea from 
wild nettles. Watch a pile of leaves when the winter 
wind hits it. Drink fresh snow. And then translate 
the insights we gain back into the bubble world and 
its sleeping citizenry. Agitate, arouse, enthuse. And 
above all communicate one simple message. Having 
“somewhere to get to” just won't do any more. 


David Nicholson-Lord has written for The Times, 
The Independent, and The Independent on Sunday, 
where he was environment editor. 


TARGET MALPRACTICE 
In August, readers of The New Yorker 
were greeted by the vertiginous sight 
of page after page smothered in red- 
and-white targets - the distinctive logo 
of big box retailer Target. The retail 
chain's slogan is “Pay Less, Expect 
TARGET. More,” but nobody really knows if it 
did pay less than the going rate of $1.1 
million to become sole advertiser for the issue. Buying out 
The New Yorker is but the latest trick in Target's quest to 
win the hearts and minds of the city's citizens, a list that 
includes opening "pop-up stores” that only stay open for a 
few weeks and hiring acrobats to parade down Rockefeller 
Center as part of a "vertical fashion show" - all despite the 
fact Manhattan hasn't a single Target store. 


LIVE AND LET BUY 


a We may have gotten used to the 
countercultural anthems of yesterday 
becoming the commercial jingles of today. 
But as the stigma of being seen as a 
sell-out fades, corporations are gunning 
for more than just a bunch of old songs. 
Take Fidelity Investments, the sponsors of 
Paul McCartney's recent North American 

tour, who've launched a massive campaign linking their 
financial services with everything McCartney: his infancy, 
his childhood, his music, his family, his every achievement. 
“Quarryman, Beatle, Wing, poet, father, producer, business 
mogul, painter, and - if that weren't enough - a knight" the 
ads boast, neglecting to mention if the self-made billionaire 
happens to be a client. “We didn't want to be just a tour 
sponsor,” said Fidelity spokesperson Kathleen Hall, “we 
wanted to be a legacy sponsor and own his life.” 








WILL ENDORSE FOR FOOD 
While many see 


USURPING THE THRONE 


Montreal-based ad 
firm Zoom Media has 
joined forces with 
communications giant 
Rogers Wireless to 
create the world’s very 
first musical public 
toilets. Billboards 
equipped with motion sensors and 
speakers are presently serenading people 
with five-second song clips in over 1,500 
johns across Canada. With the privacy of 
our privies increasingly compromised, it 
looks as if the days of tranquil numbers 





one or two may themselves be numbered. 


FOR YOUR EYES ONLY 


While corporate-owned media has 

a history of tirelessly defending 
commercial free speech, those 
seeking to get real messages on the 
air should not expect to be welcomed 
into the fold. Our Buy Nothing Day 
spots have been rejected by dozens 
of channels, including every major US 
network. And our Big Mac spot, which 
just parrots nutritional info provided 
by McDonald's? Roundly rejected 

by the Food Network. Even our ads 
for Blackspot Shoes - which should 
qualify as commercial speech - have 
been dourly judged "advocacy ads" by 
disapproving network reps. Meanwhile, 
as far as commericlal speech is 
concerned, it continues to be a brave 
new world out there. 








Cable channels have traditionally captured only a fraction of the ad 
revenue the major networks gobble up. Given a federal law intended 
to make all American TVs digital by 2007, however, those days may be 
about to go the way of rabbit ears. This is the gamble being made by 
Time-Warner Cable as they test a new system that uses the digital 


set-top box to keep track of what viewers are watching. By analyzing viewing data, the 
system guesses the age, gender and interests of viewers and tailors the ads accordingly. 
And so Mom's TV might get more ads for beauty and cleaning products, while her son's 
bedroom set is more likely to be inundated with ipods and film trailers. Fortunately, there 
are of yet no plans to ban the mute button. 


„ the persistence of 
homelessness as 
a sad reflection of 
modern society's 
moral decline, 22- 
year-old Seattle 
entrepreneur 
Benjamin Rogovy instead sees 
untapped opportunity. Rogovy is 

the owner of an online poker site 
and creator of a controversial new 
form of marketing he's coined 
“bumvertising,” wherein homeless 
people are paid to carry signs 
promoting his website as they 

ask for change. While critics decry 
the practice as unethical and 
dehumanizing, Rogovy should at 
least be credited with creating a 
flawless business model: his site 
promotes gambling, gambling leads 
to financial hardship, which in 

turn swells the ranks of potential 
bumvertising recruits. 





Andrew Fleming 


THE MEDIUM OF THE CENTURY 


With video games shaping up to dominate the 
entertainment industry for decades to come, it's 

not really so crazy for vigilant parents to fret about 
their broods getting porkified and warped by endless 
hours of war-mongering button-mashing. Now, 
thanks to technologies like those being pushed by 
US advertising company Massive Inc., they can 

add one more worry to the pile. Massive has been 
busily convincing developers to insert pre-defined 
"ad areas" into new games. Every time a network- 
enabled game console or computer connects to the 
internet, Massive's servers offer up a fresh round of 
ads to fill these areas, which can be anything from a 
billboard on a virtual highway, to a 15-second full- 
video commercial on an expanse of wall, to a stretch 
of sponsored dialogue issuing from a character's 
mouth. Clients already on board 
include Coca-Cola, Warner Bros. and 
the US Navy. 

Grizzled video game veterans 
will point out that there's nothing 
shockingly new about product 
placement in video games. Back in 
1985, kids were serving up highly 
pixilated mugs of Budweiser to hordes 
of thirsty barflies in the arcade classic 
Tapper - a tradition of branded 
gaming that has continued pretty 
much unabated ever since. From the 
standard movie and comic book tie- 
ins, to the real-life makes and models 
in racing games like Gran Turismo and Test Drive, 
to any number of brand-centric advergames like 
1995's McKids, video games have always offered 
advertisers certain tantalizing possibilities. Not the 
least of these is the capacity to model real needs into 
gameplay, creating immersive, emotional situations in 
which a product can save a player's life, vanquish an 
enemy, and help get the proverbial girl. Increasingly, 
marketers are also tempted by the chance to tackle 
the industry's crisis du jour, namely that guys aged 
18 to 24 - formerly a bread-and-butter television- 
viewing demographic - have been quietly abandoning 
prime time in favor of dual analog joysticks. 

So what is it about Massive's plans that has 
advertisers all a-twitter? For one, it sidesteps the 
reluctance of gamers to pony up for titles that 
could turn out to be lame exercises in corporate 
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MEDIA + CULTURE 


vanity. What’s truly mouthwatering, though, is 
the unparalleled micro-targeting suddenly on 
offer. Rather than relying on hit-or-miss audience 
demographics, dynamic in-game advertising 

can combine up-to-the-second game data with 
information culled from gamer profiles to serve up 
individually targeted ads in real-time. 

This is where gamers understandably get nervous. 
Let's say you sit down to engage in some early- 
morning swordplay — we'll show you ads for Egg 
McMuffins. Hang your hat in Barcelona? We'll direct 
you to the nearest Virgin Megastore. You a preteen? 
An upper-income professional? A Farsi speaker? 
We've got an ad for each of you, a new one every 
day, in fact, around every corner, in every nook and 
cranny. Then we collect metrics on which ads you 
saw, and when, and for how long, and 
from how far away, and we use that to 
better target future ads. It's enough to 
make an ad exec giggle like a schoolgirl. 

Massive has tried to assuage the 
misgivings of developers and gamers 
alike by claiming that actual ads will 
make game worlds feel more authentic. 
But the orgasmic forecasts for in-game 
advertising — from $120 million in 2004 
to a projected $800 million in 2009 
— do seem likely to make short work 
of the integrity of gamer fantasy. In the 
end, all that will matter is the insatiable 
logic of the ad industry, its fevered need 
for self-propagation through sheer volume - higher 
turnover, in more places, to more eyeballs, more 
often. And so instead of the elegant, slick, emotional, 
and insidiously manipulative high-integration 
advertising that we may have been fearing, we are 
more likely to get the stupid, brutish, obtrusive and 
profoundly annoying ads we've most definitely 
been dreading. 

To the credit of gamers, despite some rather half- 
assed attempts to convince them that all ad profits 
will end up back in their pockets, it looks as if the 
backlash is well underway. This past July, players 
of law-enforcement game swATA — one of the early 
adopters of Massive's system — posted instructions 
for permanently blocking the ads. Expect players 
of other games to follow suit. 

Clayton Dach 





T: The New York Times Style Magazine, Fall 2005 


Mixing communication with commercialism was a 
fundamental mistake - as questionable as allowing 
a mining company to manage our nature reserves. 


Let's convince our friends and family, our neighbors and our 
classmates that the mental environment is as precious, and 

as vulnerable, as the lushest stretch of rainforest. Let's get 
people thinking about their mental health in the same way that 
they think about their physical health - two sides of the same 
tarnished coin. Get households banishing TV pollution at the same 
time they banish toxic detergents. Get parents watching their 
children's commercial intake as closely as they watch their sugar 
intake. Challenge students to say no to corporate curricula with 
the same fervor they say no to oil spills. Let's train people with 
mood disorders to reduce their mental burden, in the same way 
that people with allergies reduce their chemical burdens. Let's 
turn psychologists into mental ecologists, pioneers of a new and 
vital social science. In other words, let's get into detox before 
there's no turning back. 





MEDIA + CULTURE 


WESTERN CIVILIZATION LAID BARE 


Even in silence, images can 
communicate a universe of meanings. 
In these two, taken from American 
magazine advertisements, the outlook 
of Western civilization is laid bare, 


coldly stated in an elegant 
if enigmatic instant. 

The man in the looking glass 
represents the decorum of the fine 
gentleman with which he shares 


a frame. Positing a visual association 
between a man in a tie and one in 
an oil painting, these are the icons 
of reason, where culture and 
refinement reside. 


The woman represents the double 
bogey of animalistic inclinations. As a 
woman and as a dark-skinned person 
she is depicted as the wild repository 
of primitivism, assuming the blame 
for hypersexual danger, while the men 
at right are potential victims of her 
primitive allure. Like the dusky world 
that lurks beyond the boundaries of 
Civilization, she must be tamed, lest 
her crafty passions destroy us. 


Excerpt from Elizabeth and Stuart. 
Ewen's multi-century illustrated 
history of stereotyping, Typecasting: 
On the Arts & Sciences of Human 
Inequality, to be released September 
2006. 
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UNMEDIATE YOURSELF 


We eat, we drink, we commute, we punch the clock. 
But, according to a new Ball State University study, 
we Americans plug into our technologies most of 

all. We spend around nine hours a day on our iPods, 
cell phones, computers and TVs, more time than we 
spend doing anything else. While we're learning the 
social and health effects of such technofetishism, 

do we understand how our perceptions of the 
natural and social world are affected by constantly 
experiencing them through devices that contextualize 
and distance? This question requires more than just a 
look at the media or its technologies; it requires us to 
look into our very humanness. 

In his book Mediated: How tbe Media Sbapes 
Your World and the Way You Live in It, Thomas de 
Zengotita argues that because of mediation "reality 
is becoming indistinguishable from representation in 
a qualitatively new way." He describes the gradations 
of representation from *real real" to *unreal real" 
and suggests that the effect of witnessing — and 
internalizing — such tiers is that we don't need 
televisions or laptops to be effected by mediated 
imagery. When we get dressed, we may consider our 
outfit's impact on others or unthinkingly compare 
the look to models we see in magazines. When we 
drive our VWs we might wonder if we look as quirky 
as the guy in the commercial (we're blasting Aphex 
Twin too!). When we go on vacation, experiencing 
isn't enough: we photograph, videotape, blog, post 
to Flickr. But why? Isn't direct experience enough? 
Or do we need technology to validate our 
experiences? Exactly, says Zengotita: mediation 
flatters us. We're the one pushing the buttons, whose 
life is so important it must be chronicled, transmitted 
and repurposed. (I blog therefore I am.) *The 
flattered self is a mediated self," Zengotita writes, 
*and the alchemy of mediation, the osmotic process 
through which reality and representation fuse, gets 
carried into our psyches by the irresistible flattery 
that goes with being incessantly addressed." 

But what happens to us as we live more and more 
through our technologies? Lowell Monke considers 
the question in terms of children's education, pairing 
some startling statistics: between 1990 to 2000, US 
school spending on technology increased by over 300 
percent, and by 2000, over 40 percent of American 
primary schools cut out recess altogether. More kids, 
it seems, are learning "life skills" by peering into a. 





monitor instead of navigating the land of scuffed 
knees, live bugs and hard pavement. "Structured 
learning certainly has its place," Monke says. 
*But if it crowds out direct, unmediated engagement 
with the world, it undercuts a child's education." 

More alarming is how mediation shifts perception 
about the physical world. Monke writes that the way 
the Discovery Channel and computer simulations 
compress time and space gives kids false expectations 
that in nature fish are always jumping and bears 
constantly trundle across streams. “Their electronic 
experiences have led them to expect to see these 
things happening — all at once and with no effort 
on their part. The result is that the child becomes 
less animated and less capable of appreciating what 
it means to be alive, what it means to belong in 
the world as a biological, social being." As adults, 
this boredom can be manifest in channel-surfing, 
net porn, "therapeutic shopping," and even a 
culture where divorce rates are so high — we want 
gratification now and can't wait for the good stuff. 

But the answer isn't to shun all media: we are 
engulfed by it and, short of hermitic isolation, we 
can't get out. So maybe the answer isn't out there, 
but inside. In Technopoly, Neil Postman writes 
that every technology is *a product of a particular 
economic and political context and carries with it a 
program, an agenda, and a philosophy that may or 
may not be life-enhancing." Unmediating requires 
vigilant awareness of those contexts. Examine 
your desires and how you came by them. Exorcise 
the jingles and Photoshopped images. Watch your 
interior terrain and be aware of what doesn't 
belong, ideas someone else planted there. When 
moved by the plot of *The O.C." ask: what myths 
or products are they selling? When you watch the 
news, question: What aren't they telling me? Or, 
better yet, visualize the structures that exist just 
beyond the camera's frame, the elaborate systems 
that create the unreality you're responding to. 
Postman writes, *A technological resistance fighter 
maintains an epistemological and psychic distance 
from any technology, so that it always appears 
somewhat strange, never inevitable, never natural." 
Good advice considering the alternative — inhabiting 
a world we no longer recognize, with a head full of 
someone else's thoughts. 

Paul Schmelzer 





TOP 3 IDENTITIES OF 2006 


Paristocrat 
AKA Celebutante 





You prayed it 

was dead. With the unholy Paris 
Hilton-Nicole Richie alliance on the 
rocks, you may have even thought it 
possible. But the sad truth is that 
Ms. Hilton represents a kind of 
latter-day noblesse oblige that goes 
well beyond her fifteen minutes. 
The wealthy encourage it because 
"it gives regular people something 
to aspire to." The regular people eat 
it up because it reassures them 
upward-mobility is not only possible, 
but likely. Of course, celebutante 
status is something more often 
simulated than actually attained, 

so expect to continue to bristle at 
struggling actors who blow their 
afternoons scouring Chinatown for 


Bible-Thumpin' Lefty 
AKA Christian Dove 


You've heard of the 
separation of Church and State - 
here comes the separation of Church 
and Hate. Whether it's Anarcho- 
Protestants, Pinko Catholics, or good 
old-fashioned Evangelical Socialists, 
the Christian Left shares one goal 
in common: to rescue Baby Jesus 
from the claws of the neocons and 
His other assorted ultraconservative 
hijackers. Sickened that Christianity 
has come to stand for pre-emptive 
war, the death penalty, and social 
Darwinism, Bible-thumpin' Lefties 
point to Christ's messages of 
tolerance, charity, pacifism, justice, 
racial equality and, perhaps most 
shocking of all, the fair distribution of 
wealth. Everything old is new again. 


Urban Monk 
AKA Secular Ascetic 


Not to be confused 

with the hedonistic 
urban hippy, urban monks thrive on 
the underrated pleasures of self- 
denial. Taking a cue from the Stoics, 
Puritans, Sadhus, Spartans and Jains, 
this eminently sustainable though 
largely secular creature excels at 
saying no: no to the accumulation 
of wealth, no to conveniences, no 
to cars, no to television, no to meat. 
Possibly owns a laptop, but harbors 
deep-seated guilt about that fact. 
Thrills at issuing personal challenges 
like 100-mile, raw, vegan, calorie- 
restricted diets. Some adherents 
even dabble in the mortification of 
the flesh, renouncing hot water and 
room temperatures above 15°C. They 
do, however, tend to draw the line at 


the least fakey Louis Vuittons. 


sewing thorns into their underwear. 


MEDIA LAUNCH OF THE YEAR 


Latin American news from a Latin American perspective. 

It seems simple enough, but the launch of Telesur - à 

new Venezuela-based satellite channel - is a brand new 
effort to help South Americans get to know each other 
better; and in the process, revolutionize the way global 
news is disseminated. Just as Aljazeera showed how eager 
inhabitants of the Arab world were to skip Western news 
channels in favor of indigenous fare, Telesur is appealing 

to Latin Americans with home-grown newscasts, films 

and music and an ideological alternative to existing 
programming being beamed in from the United States. 

It will also build on the principles of Venezuela's community 
TV movement, putting average citizens - particularly those 
from traditionally marginalized groups — behind and in front 
of the cameras, 

North of the Rio Grande, this same desire for audience 
input drove Al Gore to co-found an innovative new channel 
called Current TV. Much of the programming for the new 
channel comes from viewers who are encouraged to 
submit short-form - anywhere from 15 seconds to five 
minutes – news, arts and entertainment videos. 


Venezuelan President Hugo Chavez prepares for a television address. 





Both channels are still finding their feet, but their 
presence on the dial raises some tantalizing questions 
about infodiversity. What if more people were given access 
to the airwaves? And what if information flowed in all 
directions, not just North to South? 





THE MENTAL ENVIRONMENTALISTS ARE COMING 
says James MacKinnon 


This time, it's personal. 

You see? It's almost impossible even to begin 
thinking about an idea before a line from a movie or 
a song or an advertisement, some clever pop-cultural 
reference, invades the conscious mind. This time it's 
personal. 1 can't recall the source of the quote as 1 
write it, though Im sure it's automatically familiar 
to most people. What I do know is that the moment 
I tried to express the way the mediated world is 
working on us, an artifact from that same world 
came into my head. 

This is, in its small way, the disaster at the root of 
our many disasters. We can't think. At the very least, 
we can't think in the ways that we need to in order 
to resolve the epic challenges that face us. There is no 
shortage of debate, ideas, even crystallized solutions 
to our many problems. What's missing is an ability 
to make sense of them, to prioritize and find a rough 
consensus and act. To focus, really. ГИ spare us all 
any jokes about Attention Deficit Disorder. 

What are the root causes? Forgive me if my 
own answer is cryptic. In 1962 Rachel Carson 
published Silent Spring and warned of a developing 
environmental catastrophe. The modern 
industrialization of America, she argued, was 
inundating the land and people of the nation with 
carcinogens. It was not enough to regulate them or 
to switch one pesticide for a safer one. What needed 
to be abandoned, Carson politely suggested, was a 
worldview that promoted the idea that the use of 
lethal toxins by a few was the price of progress 
for all. 

Carson is best remembered now for the way her 
cautionary book resulted in the banning of DDT and 
the emergence of a new environmentalism. Her wider 
warning — of epidemic cancer and other diseases 
from causes too varied ever to be pinpointed with 
“scientific certainty" — is now largely forgotten. 
Meanwhile, it has become an emphatic reality. 

The situation is the same with our mindscape, 
right here and right now. What are the mental 
pollutants? Advertising clutter and mood drugs, 





infotainment and virtual violence, endless spectacle 
and technologies of disconnection. It is no longer 
essential, let alone possible, to measure each one and 
its effects with precision. It's a glut, a poison rain, 

a shitstorm; it's an unprecedented, escalating assault 
on mental clarity and our connection to what we 
know, despite all talk of some postmodern death of 
truth, to be real. 

Rachel Carson could hope we might see our way 
out of our lethal relationship with the physical 
ecology. The crisis in the mental environment is 
different; it is an inability to see, and it compounds 
every political, social and ecological crisis. Paralyzed 
by information, lost in distractions, distanced by 
isolation, we simply wait for the moment when by 
some miracle we blink. 

It happens. We have, as the situationists used to 
say, those moments when we glimpse through the 
chinks in the fence. In some cases the view comes 
from beyond the “sane” world, among the real 
casualties broken by anxieties or crushing depression. 
But a growing number of people feel the crisis in 
their own minds and react. They seal the TV behind 
plaster in a hole in the wall; they try a *media fast." 
They take the first step of a revolution of the mind 
with the simple act of turning off the computer, 
the television, even the iPod, and groping toward 
a new clarity. 

It's personal. 

You may have met a few of these accidental 
rebels; you may even be one, spinning outward 
from your own Rachel Carson moment. Mental 
environmentalism will not, in the end, be first and 
foremost a grand battle against the marketing glut 
or the media corporations. It will begin with the 
overthrow of distraction. Yes, it's oxymoronic, 
almost a joke. It seems impossible. Even more than 
that, it seems inevitable. 


James MacKinnon is an associate editor at Adbusters. 
His new book is Dead Man in Paradise. 
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BURLINGTON, VT 
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OCTOBER 21 
MEDIA DEMOCRACY DAY 
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THE 
ENVIRONMENT 








Jared Diamond made the point quite plainly in Collapse: “our world society 
is presently on a nonsustainable course” and we're heading for a global 
crash. The situation is particularly urgent for those of us in the West: 

“The prosperity that the First World enjoys at present is based on spending 
down its environmental capital. . . . and a society's steep decline may begin 
only a decade or two after the society reaches its peak." 
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The temperature rises. Water grows scarce. Animals vanish. 
The skies turn deadly. Our response so far to this global eco- 
crisis, this already familiar litany? Total inertia. So far, our 
fears have been eased by the assümption that we could, in 
a pinch, band together and turn things around if they start 
getting really bad. But researchers from several quarters are 
now suggesting that the problems may be escalating out of 
our reach. They're suggesting thata warming atmosphere will 
slow downoreven stop the recovery of the ozone layer. They're 
suggesting that hotter oceans create more intense hurricanes 
and typhoons, which in turn liberate more planet-warming 
carbon dioxide from the oceans and into the atmosphere. 
They’re suggesting that plants subjected to vicious summer 
heat are emitting carbon dioxide instead of absorbing it. Are 
we fast approaching a tipping point? Has something been 
knocked off kilter, in ways that we don’t yet fully understand? 


Are we in the midst of a planetary snowball effect? | 








OR MANY PEOPLE, EARTH'S FREE GIFT OF WATER 

seems so abundant that it is easily taken for granted, 

without having to worry about conservation. 

But every watershed has its limits, and our growing 

populations are using enormous and steadily 
increasing amounts of water. More than half of the supply of 
water from surface runoff is already in use for irrigation and 
human consumption. And for years we have been pumping 
water from aquifers deep in the ground, especially in arid and 
semi-arid regions into which many people are now moving. 
The water stored in the deep aquifers of the western United 
States, for example, was put there tens to hundreds of 
thousands of years ago by meltwater flowing southward from 
the margins of the great ice sheets, and by snow and rain water 
that fell during climatic conditions much wetter than today. 
In recent decades, the level of those aquifers has been falling as 
we extract water from the depths where it cannot be quickly 
replenished by nature. 

Pumping ever deeper will require more carbon-based 
fuel - another finite gift — which in turn will become more 
expensive. Gradually, the water from greater depths will contain 
ever-larger concentrations of dissolved salts that will be left on 
irrigated fields, making agriculture more difficult. Eventually, 
we will exhaust the useable water in these underground 
reservoirs. Little by little, agriculture will probably retreat from 
the arid high-plains regions of the West back toward the mid- 
continent regions nearer the Mississippi River, where natural 
rainfall supports agriculture. The same retreat will occur in 
other regions of extensive groundwater use across the globe. 

I have no idea when these groundwater limits will be reached 
in each region, but news reports suggest the start of the problem 
may be close at hand in some regions. To conserve water, 
the municipal government of Santa Fe, New Mexico, recently 
began requiring homebuilders to retrofit six existing houses for 
improved water economy to offset the added water used in each 
new house built. In the Oklahoma-Texas panhandle region, 
oilman and investor T. Boone Pickens has been buying up the 
rights to groundwater in the glacial-age Ogallala aquifer. 

When municipal governments put extra burdens on local 
builders, and when wealthy oil tycoons invest in underground 
water as a scarce commodity, problems must be looming. 

So I wonder if my grandchildren will live in a world some 
decades from now in which most of the economically accessible, 
potable groundwater has been extracted. I wonder if they will 
look back on this era as a brief bubble of relatively clean and 
incredibly inexpensive groundwater. Meanwhile, nature can't 
possibly replenish groundwater reservoirs fast enough to solve 
the problem. As with oil, once this gift is depleted in each 
region, it will effectively be gone forever. 





At some time or another, every farmer crouches 
down, picks up a handful of dirt, and lets it fall 
to the ground. But this simple action is often 
accompanied by an uneasy awareness that we are 
slowly losing the topsoil that makes the farmer' job 
possible, with no easy means of restoring it. 
The most productive farms in the Midwestern 
United States can thank the ice sheets for their 
topsoil. Ice repeatedly gouged bedrock and scraped 
older soils in north-central Canada and pushed the 
eroded debris south, where streams of glacial melt 
water carried it into river valleys, and winds blew 
it across the western prairies. During the 1800s, 
farmers began breaking up the tough top layer 
of prairie sod, which had been held in place by 
extremely deep-rooted plants, and farming began at 
a scale the world had never seen. The Midwestern 
PES agricultural miracle has been one of the great success 
Кф. stories in human history. 
But this great success came at a price. Repeated 
tilling exposed the rich prairie soils to decades of 
dry winds and floods. Estimates are that half of the 

















original topsoil layer in the American Midwest has 
been lost, most of it flowing down the Mississippi 
River to the Gulf of Mexico. In the late twentieth 
century, farmers began adapting new techniques that 
have reduced, but not stopped, the rapid removal 
of this precious gift. These methods and other 
conservation efforts will keep us from losing soil 
as rapidly as before, but slower rates of loss will 
continue to deplete soils that no longer have the 
natural protection provided by prairie vegetation. 
Farmers and farm corporations now spend 
enormous sums of money every year on 
manufactured fertilizers to replenish nutrients lost to 
crop production and natural erosion. These fertilizers 
are produced from petroleum products, which brings 
us back to the gradual depletion (and increased 
expense) of carbon-based products in the coming 
decades. Once again, it will be a very long wait 
indeed until nature gets around to bestowing us with 
the gift of more topsoil — in the case of the Midwest, 
probably 50,000 to 100,000 years until the next ice 
sheet bulldozes the next rich load southward. 





When the chill of winter hits, most of us are 
more likely to turn up the thermostat than put 
on a heavy sweater. But the fuels that heat our 
homes and propel our vehicles cannot be created 
indefinitely. They are gifts developed by nature 
over hundreds of millions of years by burying 
organic carbon at just the right temperature and 
pressure. We only began using them in significant 
amounts in the mid-nineteenth century, and yet 
the first signs are already at hand that the world 
will reach the year of peak oil production and 
consumption in just one or two decades, if not 
sooner. World supplies of natural gas will last a 
bit longer, and coal for a few centuries. I wonder 
whether we will ever find a substitute even 
remotely as inexpensive as these carbon gifts. 

We are investigating alternative sources of energy, 
but as of now none of them seems likely to be as 
widely available and as inexpensive as the solar 


energy stored in carbon-based fuels. 

At some point early in the current century 
gradual depletion of this vital commodity will 
presumably become a major economic issue. 

Once world oil production begins to decline by 

one percent or so per year, it seems likely to add 

a measurable cost to the functioning of the global 
economy, in effect adding a new form of built-in 
“inflation” on top of the normal kind. Fuel for cars 
and trucks is not the only concern; a vast array of 
products made from petrochemicals has become 
part of the basic fabric of our lives. All of them will 
cost more. 


William Ruddiman is a climate bistory expe 

These passages were adapted from his recent book 
Plows, Plagues & Petroleum, which explores how 
bumans bave affected Earth's climate. 
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We Must ADAPT RADICALLY 
To New CIRCUMSTANCES 


Q: You have argued that the 
relevant time frame for responding 
in a successful way to the challenges 
to global sustainability is 50 

years. What has to happen to 

avoid collapse in that five-decade 
time frame? 





JARED DIAMOND: The problem is that all the 
challenges are interrelated. If we solve problems such 
as invasive species or toxic pollution but not the 
shortage of fresh water, collapse still beckons. All 
the challenges need to be addressed simultaneously 
because they add up to an unsustainable course. 

But let's take just two challenges: deforestation 
and fresh water. 

At the rate at which we are going now, the world's 
tropical rainforests — except the largest ones in 
Congo and the Amazon Basin — will be completely 
felled within the next decade. In the Philippines and 
the Solomon Islands, they will be gone within the 
next five years. 

Most economies, in these areas, of course, are 
heavily dependent on those forests. In places like 
Indonesia, which is the world's fourth most populous 
country, or in the Philippines with 8o million 
people, there are already civil wars, in part based 
on environmental factors and fights over resources. 
China and Japan already get most of their timber 
from those countries. 

Further, this is not to mention places in Africa like 
Gabon or the Cameroons that are similarly on the 
verge of deforestation. 

Historically, deforestation makes people poor and 
leads to conflict. We are bound to see that again. 

Seventy percent of the earth's fresh water is already 
being utilized by people for drinking, industry and 
agriculture. The remaining 30 percent is in places 
like Iceland and Northwest Australia, which are hard 
to get to. What happens when we use up even that 
last 3o percent? Why not desalinization of seawater? 
Okay, but that requires fossil fuel energy to operate 
the plants, and that creates other problems. 

We've already seen countries come close to fighting 


says Jared Diamond 


over water, such as Turkey and Syria or Hungary 
and the Czech Republic. Water is a time bomb set 
to go off within decades, not centuries. 


Q: How are we responding given the gravity of the 
challenge? Are we making choices that will lead us 
to failure or success? 


& 





JD: It is a mixed bag. Twenty years ago, Юг example, 
I never would have guessed that Bangladesh and 
Indonesia, among the world's most populous nations, 
would be close, as they are today, to getting their 
population explosion under control. In the last 30 
years, air quality in the United States has improved 
markedly — even though there are a lot more people 
and a lot more cars. Water quality has also improved, 

These improvements make me cautiously 
optimistic, despite the scale and gravity of 
the challenges. 

Further, the ability of some countries to radically 
adapt to new circumstances bodes well. 

Look at Bhutan, a poor country. They decided 
they wanted to keep their unique culture and not 
to let their small land be overrun by tourism like 
neighboring Nepal. So, only 2,000 tourists a year are 
allowed in at a minimum fee of $200 per tourist per 
day. They are adapting well to modern challenges. 

Nepal, by contrast, has been massively deforested 
and is headed toward civil war between Maoist 
rebels and “the revolution from the top.” As in 
Rwanda, the soil erosion and deforestation have 
contributed significantly to the conflict. Their 
development policy based on mass tourism — often 
hippies with backpacks — was not wise for Nepal. It 
exposed itself to unregulated outside influence, to a 
First- World lifestyle without the means to sustain it. 


Jared Diamond is a professor of geography at UCLA 
and author of Collapse: How Societies Choose to 
Fail or Succeed. These comments were originally 
printed in the Spring 2005 issue of New Perspectives 
Quarterly. 


After the Bush administration refused to sign the Kyoto Protocol to combat 
climate change, several US states decided to take matters into their own hands. 
Nine Northeast and Mid-Atlantic states are working on a regional initiative to 


cap and then reduce the level of greenhouse gas emissions from power plants. The UK government is considering 
California, Washington and Oregon are considering a similar pact. If these a bold new plan to cut carbon 
regional initiatives are successful, it could pressure the federal government dioxide emissions using "Domestic 
into adopting a national plan. California also recently implemented the US's Tradable Quotas." Under the plan, 


toughest automobile emissions standards. 
Oregon, Washington and at least six 
Northeast states are poised to adopt 
California's strict standards - an 
environmental squeeze play 
that will force automakers to 
turn out cleaner, more fuel 
efficient cars regardless of 


the government would give every 
UK resident an identical annual 
allocation of “carbon units,” 
tracked through an electronic 
"carbon account.” When a 
cardholder purchases fuel 
or electricity, carbon 
units — each equivalent 


















federal policy. to one kilogram of 
greenhouse gas 
emissions - are 
One of the world's deducted from 
biggest sports events, their account. 
the FIFA World Cup, The carbon units 
will be "climate can be bought and 
neutral" for the first Sold, allowing those 
time in 2006. World Cup who don't drive, 
organizers are working for example, to sell 
with the United Nations their extra rations for 
Environment Programme cash. The total national 


carbon allowance would 
be steadily reduced to 
reach the government target 
of cutting CO2 emissions 60 
percent by 2050. While it may sound 
like a pie-in-the-sky idea, Member 


and the government of host 
country Germany to achieve 
the goal. A key component of 
their plan is to offset carbon dioxide 
emissions generated by increased 
traffic by investing $600,000 US in a project 


that will provide eco-friendly, safe, and guaranteed of Parliament Colin Challen says 
energy supplies to villages hit by the December 2004 tsunami. The project implementation of the plan is 

was developed by the Basel Agency for Sustainable Energy, and the “not a matter of if, but when." 

Indian organization Women for Sustainable Development, which will also Laura Fauth 


implement the program on the ground. 
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MORE REALISTIC, HUMBLE ECONOMISTS 


CAN STOP ENVIRONMENTAL RUIN 
says Paul Ormerod 


What do the English, the French, oysters, economics 
and the environment have in common? A lot, it 
turns out. 

The first three components of this equation form 
the title of a fascinating book by Robert Nield, 
former professor of economics at Cambridge, 
England. Nield has loved oysters all his life. Shortly 
after he retired, on a long vacation in France, a 
question occurred to him. Oysters are plentiful in 
France, with 2 billion a year being produced, yet 
scarce and expensive in England, which produces 
just ro million. Why? Nield knew that this was 
not always the case — in the mid-nineteenth century 
oysters had been in such abundance in Britain 
that they were an important part of the diet of 
the Victorian poor. Why had that changed? 

His research took him deep into the intersection 
between economics and the environment. He 
determined that oysters all but disappeared in 
England because the disastrous laissez faire 
policies of nineteenth-century British governments 
allowed them to be harvested almost to extinction. 
Conversely, in France the extraction and conservation 
of this valuable natural resource was carefully 
regulated and controlled. 

Nield's entertaining book — if you really want 
to know how to open an oyster this is for you 
— illustrates the usefulness of thoughtful, real 
world economics when applied to environmental 
problems. Traditionally, many environmentalists 


recoil in horror at the very thought of economics. 
It's understandable, given the faith-like certainty 
which many economists attach to pure free-market 
solutions everywhere and at any time. Indeed, this 
is why I wrote the Death of Economics just over ten 
years ago. I wanted to do my bit to help kill off a 
wholly unrealistic and damaging way of viewing 
the world. 

But at the forefront of the discipline, there is a 
lot going on to make economics more practical and 
useful. Granted, many economists themselves haven't 
caught up with this trend, and remain stuck in their 
old ways. Yet environmentalists can profit - if I dare 
link these two words together — from the direction 
economics is moving. 

The most important point is that the best 
economists are now designing their theories around 
the facts. Strange but true! Most economic theory 
bears no relationship to the evidence, but simply 
assumes that everyone behaves rationally, exactly like 
the orthodox theory postulates. Increasingly, at the 
forefront of economics, this is no longer the case. 

Here, for example, is 2001 economics Nobel 
laureate George Akerlof in his Nobel lecture: 

“In this new style [of economics], the economic 
model is customized to describe the salient features 
of reality that describe the special problem under 
consideration." In plain English, the model must be 
designed to explain the particular problem at hand. 
Akerlof is saying: we cannot simply presume that a 





standard, free-market approach is the best. We must 
take account of the evidence. And here is the current 
Governor of the Bank of England, Mervyn King, 
himself a distinguished former academic: “Economics 
tells you how to think, not what to think. It is not 

a set of settled conclusions about issues." King is 
particularly scathing about models with “optimizing” 
behavior, the very hallmark of free market theory: 

“It is vital never to confuse the real world with 

a model." 

What does this mean for the environment? 

Well, it means there are economists who can think 
in sensible ways and who will not insist on text 
book, free market solutions. And environmentalists 
can strengthen their case by working with and not 
against them. 

An absolutely vital question is what can be done 
to prevent the world from running out of natural 
resources. First of all, an observation which is 
guaranteed to raise hackles. The prices of most 
resources have been falling over long periods of 
time compared to prices of manufactured goods, 
the current oil scare not withstanding. Economics 
certainly does suggest that this implies that demand 
has not been running ahead of supply. Otherwise 
the prices would rise and not fall. 

But here is where the danger of unthinking 
economics lies. We cannot extrapolate from this 
and assume that the “market” will solve all our 
problems. A standard economic line is: “even if we 
start running out, prices will rise and there will be 
incentives to discover new supplies, new ways of 
doing things, so everything will be fine." The best 
economics, on its own terms, has shown this is 
not necessarily true. As long ago as 1979, Partha 
Dasgupta of Cambridge and Geoff Heal of Columbia 
proved, in a purely theoretical model of the free 
market, that we cannot presume in advance that 
prices will adjust to ensure there are no problems. 

For their part, environmentalists need to accept 
that markets and private property can play an 
important role in policy. And for their's, economists 
need to be more humble and realize just how hard 
it is to come up with the right sort of institutional 
structure, the right sort of regulation, and the right 
sort of incentives to produce the elusive mix of 
policies which stand a reasonable chance of working. 

A good example of this pragmatic approach is the 
congestion charge introduced in 2003 by the mayor 
of London, Ken Livingstone. In the major global 


city of London, traffic was becoming a nightmare 
and pollution was high. Livingstone's political 
background is so far to the left he makes Edward 
Kennedy types seem like evangelical Republicans. 
Yet in the first instance, he relied upon a market- 
based policy, and raised the price of driving into 
London at peak times. 

The policy wasn't based on the assumption 
that everyone acts *rationally," still less on the 
assumption that the free market always produces 
the best solution. But it has worked. Congestion 
has eased and pollution is down. The challenge now 
is to evolve a set of policies for the longer term. A 
combination of regulation and incentives in the form 
of better public transport is being evolved to try to 
wean more people away from the car on a permanent 
basis. The mayor's economists are heavily involved in 
this whole process. No one is talking about the "free 
market," *optimal polices" or *rational behavior." 
Instead, their models are trying, in Akerlof's words, 
to *explain the particular problem at hand." 

Looking at another British example, in April 2002 
the UK government brought in a scheme to meet 
pollution reduction targets under the Kyoto Protocol. 
Companies can participate in what is known as the 
emissions trading scheme. Under this, the firm must 
undertake a binding agreement to reduce its use of 
energy. In return for this, it receives allowances to 
produce emissions at the agreed level. 

The real innovation is that these permits can be 
traded. If a company finds that it's easier to meet 
its target than it originally thought, it can sell some 
of its permits. Equally, if a firm miscalculates in the 
opposite direction, it can buy permits which allow 
it to produce emissions at a higher level than its 
original target. The overall target is met, even though 
individual firms make mistakes. 

In reality, even big firms have far from perfect 
information — quite unlike in the economic 
textbooks. The scheme recognizes this, and has 
proved a great success. 

Ultimately, the point is that whether we are dealing 
with oysters or traffic congestion or pollution, 
the key to our success lies with a realistic, less 
ideological, more humble economics. 





Paul Ormerod was for several years Head of the 
Economic Assessment Unit of The Economist. 

He currently runs Volterra Consulting and bis most 
recent book is Why Most Things Fail. 


A BILL OF RIGHTS FOR FUTURE GENERATIONS 


E, THE PEOPLE of the future, like the twenty thousand 
generations who came before us, have the right to 
breathe air that smells sweet, to drink water that runs 


pure and free, to swim in waters that teem with life, and to grow 
our food in rich, living earth. 


We have the right to inherit a world unsullied by toxic chemicals, 
nuclear waste, or genetic pollution. We have the right to walk 
in untamed nature and to feel the awe that comes when we 
suddenly lock eyes with a wild beast. 


We beseech you, the people of today: do not leave your dirty 
messes for us to clean up; do not take technological risks, 
however small, that may backfire catastrophically in times to 
come. Just as we respectfully ask that you not burden us with 
your deferred debts and depleted pension plans, we also claim 
our right to a share of the planet's ecological wealth. Please don't 
use it all up. 


We, in turn, promise to do the same. We grant these same rights 
and privileges to the generations who will live after us; we do so 


in the sacred hope that the human spirit will live forever. 


A curse on any generation who ignores this plea. 


TRUECOST ECONOMICS MANIFESTO 


E, THE UNDERSIGNED, make this accusation: that 
\ { ) you, the teachers of neoclassical economics and 
the students that you graduate, have perpetuated a 

gigantic fraud upon the world. 


You claim to work in a pure science of formula and law, but 
yours is a social science, with all the fragility and uncertainty 
that this entails. We accuse you of pretending to be what you 
are not. 


You hide in your offices, protected by your jargon, while in the 
real world forests vanish, species perish, human lives are ruined 
and lost. We accuse you of gross negligence in the management 
of our planetary household. 


You have known since its inception that your measure of 
economic progress, the Gross Domestic Product, is fundamentally 
flawed and incomplete, and yet you have allowed it to become 
a global standard, reported day by day in every form of media. 
We accuse you of recklessly supporting the illusion of progress 
at the expense of human and environmental health. 


You have done great harm, but your time is coming to its 
close. The revolution of economics has begun, as hopeful and 
determined as any in our history. We will have our clash of 
paradigms, we will have our moment of truth, and out of each 
will come a new economics — open, holistic, human scale. 


On campus after campus, we will chase you old goats out of 
power. Then, in the months and years that follow, we will begin 
the work of reprogramming the doomsday machine. 


Sign the manifesto at 
TRUECOSTECONOMICS.ORG 
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CHINA IS EMBARKING ON AN IMPORTANT JOURNEY TO 
account for genuine economic progress that has only 
recently captured the attention of the West. Under 
the banner of “harmonious development” the Asian 
giant is seeking to balance and integrate economic 
development with environmental stewardship. 

This includes exploring the adoption of “green СОР. 
accounting” and indexes that measures the cost of 
environmental damage and resources consumption. 
Tf the initiative succeeds, China will be the first 
nation in the world to fully adopt such practices of 
measuring genuine sustainable development. 

If any country has the philosophical foundation 
to pull this off, it's China. This became clear to me 
during a 2004 visit to the country as part of an 
international team of economists and statisticians 
that met with Chinese officials to explore the subject. 
While in Beijing, I visited the Forbidden City and saw 
an inscription above the throne of the eighteenth- 
century Emperor Qianlong that reads: “The Way of 
Heaven is profound and mysterious and the way 
of mankind is difficult. Only if we make a precise 
and unified plan and follow the doctrine of the mean, 
can we rule the country well." This fits with the 
ancient Book of Rites which states, *When we 
handle matters properly and harmoniously without 
leaning to either side, all things on earth will 
flourish." To me, this represented the DNA code for 
“harmonious development." 

Until recently, China, like all nations, relied 
exclusively on the traditional GDP measure. And 
growth has been good, with an eight percent annual 
increase in GDP over the past 25 years. But this torrid 
economic expansion comes with growing social and 
ecological costs — the gap between rich and poor 
is growing dramatically and preliminary estimates 
suggest that roughly 15 percent of China's сор is tied 
to environmental damage. 

Given these realities, *harmonious development" 
makes a lot of sense to the Chinese government. 

In his speech to the 2004 APEC conference, President 
Hu Jintao challenged all world leaders with 

these words: *On the one hand, we must respect 
laws of nature and plan our economic and social 
development according to how much nature can 
sustain. On the other hand, we should actively 
protect the natural environment, minimizing 
pollutant discharge, increasing waste recycling, 
accelerating pollution control and ecological 
rehabilitation, preserving bio-diversity and resolutely 


stopping all practices that are detrimental to nature." 
Likewise, the Chinese Communist Party's plenary 
session recently adopted the concept of *a people- 
based paradigm for scientific development, which is 
comprehensive, coordinated, and sustainable." 

During my most recent visit to China, I had the 
opportunity to introduce alternative measures 
of progress like the Genuine Progress Indicator 
(СР!) and my new model called Genuine Wealth. 
Both measures take into account the integrated 
balance between the well-being of the economy, 
the environment and society. They reflect the ideas 
put forward by ecological economists, who see the 
economy as a wholly owned subsidiary or subset of 
the human-made economy. And they fit nicely with 
the Chinese notion of *harmonious development." 

If China is genuinely committed to this new path, 
it would represent a seismic shift in neoclassical 
economic development philosophy dominated 
by British-American capitalism. Indeed, I felt the 
political irony of meeting to discuss China's plans for 
a green GDP in Chengde, the former Imperial Summer 
Villa of the Qing Dynasty. It was there, in 1795, 
that Emperor Qianlong rebuffed the British emissary 
Lord Macartney's attempts to open "free trade" 
with China. Qianlong dismissed him with the 
statement that China possessed all things and had 
no need for foreign goods or trade. 

This same emperor was a patron of Taoism, and 
Tibetan and Mongolian Lamaism. From my limited 
and recently-acquired knowledge of Taoism, the 
notion of *harmonious development" flows from this 
ancient religious philosophy that seeks harmony and 
balance between humanity and nature. Indeed, in 
Taoist thought, *the Way" represents harmony with 
Nature itself and governance based on principles 
of balance and harmony, returning to naturalness, 
and going back to reality. 

Whether or not there is a genuine commitment 
by China to introduce green GDP accounting and 
alternative measures of progress remains to be seen. 
It's also debatable whether there is a growing Taoist 
philosophy bubbling up underneath the emerging 
language of harmonious development. Regardless, 
it is clear that China has embarked on an ambitious 
path that gives us hope for the future of our world. 








Mark Anielski is an ecological economist who 
heads Anielski Management Inc. and specializes in 
measures of community well-being and sustainability. 


REWILDING 


“The wilderness that has come to us from the 
eternity of tbe past we have the boldness to project 
into the eternity of the future." 
—Howard Zahniser, author of 
the 1964 Wilderness Act. 


When veteran environmental activist and founder 

of Earth First! Dave Foreman looks into the future, 
he sees a wild and green North America. A continent 
where grizzly bears, wolves and mountain lions roam 
free, where native plants and insects flourish. 

It's an outrageous vision. Absurd. 

I mean, the outlook isn't pretty. Any serious 
biologist will tell you we're entering the sixth great 
extinction in Earth's history, one uniquely wrought 
by the eating, manufacturing, traveling, warring, 
consuming and breeding of six billion of us. In 2005, 
Edward O. Wilson wrote in The Future of Life 
that at current consumption rates, half the planets 
remaining species will be gone by mid-century. 

But Foreman is inspired by a radical take on 
conservationism: rewilding. Modern humans, he 
wrote in his 2004 book, Rewilding North America, 
are *the most important generation of human beings 
who have ever lived because we're determining the 
future, not just for a hundred years, but for a billion 
years." Rewilding is a blueprint for making that 
future a green one. 

The concept was first developed in the early 
nineties by conservation biologists Michael Soulé 
and Reed Noss. Alarmed by the current extinction 
crisis, they began to ask why North America's 
extensive parks and protected wilderness areas had 
failed to save native species. They found the answer 
in a relatively new branch of science called island 
biogeography. While North America had some of the 
largest protected wilderness areas in the world, most, 
they found, were “islands of ecological integrity 
surrounded by human-dominated lands.” Animals 
in these wildernesses — like animals on islands at sea 
_ faced shrinking gene pools and changing habitats, 
and no way to migrate or intermingle with other 
subspecies in order to adapt. 

Rewilding takes traditional conservationism to 
a new level. Protecting museum pieces of scenery 
and pockets of key species isn't enough. Saving 
the biodiversity of a continent requires not only 
conserving what's left, but restoring huge swaths 


of the land back to its original state. To borrow one 
writer's interpretation, a Noah's Ark for the twenty- 
first century. 

Foreman's book takes that vision and sets out 
a practical plan for putting it into practice. At its 
core is the North American Wildlands Network, 

a web of four continent-scale wilderness corridors: 
the Pacific MegaLinkage, extending from Baja 
California to Alaska; the Spine of the Continent 
MegaLinkage, from Central America north along 
the Rockies to Alaska; the Atlantic MegaLinkage, 
from Florida north along the Appalachians to New 
Brunswick; and the Arctic-Boreal MegaLinkage, 
which would cross the north of the continent from 
Alaska to the Canadian Maritimes. At the core 

of each MegaLinkage would be an archipelago of 
already-existing parks and wilderness areas. The 
Spine of the Continent MegaLinkage, for example, 
would see Yellowstone and Glacier National Parks 
connected with Canada's Banff and Jasper National 
Parks to create one large corridor over which 
animals can freely roam. Connecting these core 
areas requires creating a network of permeable land: 
landscaped under- and over-passes for animals to 
cross roadways, unfenced private land, and shared 
recreation corridors. 

Obviously, this won't be easy on a continent 
permeated with human development. But even 
trickier may be the Wildlands Network commitment 
to reintroducing large carnivores like grizzly bears, 
wolves and mountain lions - animals traditionally 
exterminated as threats to humans and livestock. 
The map of the Wildlands Network is, in fact, based 
on their natural habitat. The idea - called top-down 
ecology — being that if these fragile, far-roaming 
species are healthy and reproducing, then the rest of 
the ecosystem will be too. 

But rewilding goes beyond just protecting 
lerness. It may be a last chance to save our souls. 
“Wilderness and wildlife, both as natural realities 
and as philosophical ideas, are fundamentally about 
human humility and restraint,” writes Foreman. 

*It is only by rewilding and healing the ecological 
wounds of the land that we can learn humility and 
respect.” Giving the land back to the wild would 
mean re-learning a seemingly long-forgotten lesson: 
that humans are only a small part of a bigger whole. 
Kevin Arnold 





RUNOFF IRRIGATION HAS BEEN PRACTICED IN ARID PARTS OF THE WORLD 

for over 10,000 years. In Ancient Yemen, a system of storage dams diverted 
sufficient floodwater to irrigate 20,000 hectares — enough to support 
agriculture for as many as 300,000 people. The wealth of the Roman Empire's 
granaries is attributed directly to runoff irrigation. And within the last 100 
years, Native Americans harvested flash floodwater for bean crops in the 
parched Sonoran desert of the US Southwest and Mexico. In many dry corners 
of the planet, these techniques have persisted over thousands of years, but in 
others, they are only now regaining currency. This year, the Texas government 
is offering tax breaks and free manuals on rainwater harvesting to encourage 
industry and individuals to collect and use the water that runs off their own 
roofs. It appears that as large-scale farming and industry suck our aquifers dry 
and cause our lakes and rivers to shrivel up, our best hopes for the future lie 
with the methods of bygone eras. 


Iran's qanats are a network of underground aqueducts that don't 
require mechanical pumps to bring the water to the surface. 
Instead, the tunnels are dug horizontally at an angle that allows 
gravity to pull the water from highland to lowland. Developing 
qanats is an elaborate process that requires knowledge of 
hidden, underground water sources and intensive labor to dig 
the shafts. Even so, the simplicity of the engineering techniques 
is ingenious. Levelness is assessed by stretching a string between 
openings and running a drop of water along its length. Diggers 
carve out a straight line by keeping an eye on two lamps 

behind them — one nearby and one at a distance. As long as 

the lamps are superimposed on each other, the channel stays 
straight. Originating in Persia around 3,000 years ago, qanat 
technology spread to North Africa and Spain, and eventually to 
the Americas, where it was used by early settlers of Los Angeles. 
In modern-day Iran, an estimated 30,000 qanats are still in use, 
connecting over 275,000 kilometers of underground channels. 
































The zay technique is a low-tech method of water and soil 
conservation used throughout the African Sahel, particularly in 
Mali and Burkina Faso. Rainwater is collected in small, shallow 
pits spaced about 80 centimeters apart in a grid. Manure and 
grasses are added to increase nutrients and water capacity, 

and crops are planted in each pit. When it rains the pits fill up, 
and water saturates the surrounding soil. If a storm dumps too 
much water at once, the compost soaks up the excess. Between 
rains, the land stays wetter longer. Over time, the zay improves 
soil quality and prevents erosion. And since the pits are simple 
to construct and usually dug into otherwise unusable land, the 
technique, once introduced, is easily adopted. 





Casey Cowan 


CHANGE WHO You IMAGINE YOU ARE 
says Bill McKibben 


Scientists who keep track of Arctic ice recently issued 
an alarming bulletin: the ice pack was melting as 
never before and was 20 percent smaller than the 
long-term average. What's more, as it thawed and 
the light-reflecting white ice changed to light- 
absorbing blue water, the melting cycle was entering 
a self-reinforcing phase. One researcher noted 

“The feeling is we are reaching a tipping point or 
threshold beyond which sea ice will not recover.” 

Bigger global news than that is hard to imagine, 

I mean, you can see it from outer space. Remember 
those posters from Apollo 7 of the blue-white orb 
drifting through black space? Well, it doesn't look 
like that any more. There's a lot less white and a 
lot more blue. We're quickly building Earth 2.0. 
And it's full of bugs. Literally. 

So it seems kind of odd, in the face of all that 
bigness, to be thinking small. Surely the answer is 
a Manhattan project of some kind, unleashing all 
our scientific talent to figure out the power sources 
to replace coal and gas and oil and hence staunch 
the flow of carbon into the atmosphere. Surely the 
answer is a huge international initiative - Kyoto on 
steroids — to somehow force governments to slow the 
growth of emissions. Surely both those things would 
help; in fact, surely they're required. 

But they're not enough. It's becoming clearer every 
day that the roots of climate change lie not just in 
the technological infrastructure we've built to exploit 
fossil fuels, but in the habits of mind and heart 
created by that infrastructure. For example: cheap 
gasoline allowed us to rip up the trolley lines and 
replace them with cars, which in turn allowed the 
sprawling suburbs, which in turn allowed ever bigger 
houses, which in turn allowed an unprecedented 
isolation from community. One survey of Americans 
found that three quarters did not really know their 
next door neighbors. 

So how do you change that? Well, you could raise 
the price of gas, or rebuild the trolley line. 


But as long as we're trapped in our sense of ourselves 
as individuals, such changes will breed as much 
resentment as anything else. If we're really going to 
start using the bus, we need — to borrow from earlier 
movements — some consciousness raising. 

This is not precisely the same as the consciousness 
raising that birthed, say, the woman's movement. 

In that case, women needed to understand and 
declare that they had been made victims, and that 
together they were powerful enough to confront that 
victimization. By painful contrast, there's a sense in 
which we're almost all in the victimizer class here, 
the beneficiaries of a life borrowed from the future 
and built on environmental destruction. 

On the other hand, there is a nagging discontent 
that might blossom into something profound if only 
we could figure out the language to describe it. 

The dirty little secret of our individualized consumer 
age is that it hasn't made us quite as happy as it 
promised it would. In fact, to the degree that we 

can track such things, our sense of well-being has 
retreated almost as fast as the Arctic ice. Polling data 
on 'life satisfaction' shows it has been falling since 
the mid-50s; even a growing chorus of economists 
has begun to wonder if their constant prescription 
(More!) has lost its curative powers, or even 

turned subtly toxic. It's not precisely clear why we 
find ourselves less happy, but the sociologists and 
psychologists seem to think it has something to do 
with loss of community. The same loss of community 
that the fossil fuel infrastructure made inevitable. 

We can't wait for a technological miracle to save 
us from our ills (though the engineers should by 
all means keep working!). A change in our sense of 
who we are is just as important — just as important 
in hard, practical terms. Take the most obvious 
example, the food we eat. Bought at the supermarket 
or drive-through, the average bite has traveled 1,500 
miles before it reaches our lips. And the money 
we hand over for it disappears instantly back to 








u 
corporate HQ. Whereas, 


if you join a community 
supported farm and pick 
up a produce box once 
a week, the total soil- 
plate journey is a few 
miles at most, and 
the money stays in 
the neighborhood. 
Now, there is a real 
cost involved. The food 
is not as convenient. 
It may not be exactly 
what you had in mind 
that day. There may be 
more of one thing than 
another - two spinach 








meals in the same wee 
It may require some 
more time to cook. 
You are, in effect, an 
adjunct member of the 
farm, which means the 
whole world is not your 
oyster. This particular 
field is your oyster, and 
depending on the latitude 
and the season that may 
mean spinach. 

But when your mind starts to change a little, 
those costs start to become benefits. So what if 
the food is not as convenient? You got to see your 
neighbors when you picked it up — maybe you even 
got to go out in the fields for an hour and pick it with 
them. You got to remind yourself that you exist in a 
particular place, with particular weather, particular 
soil, particular beauty - you didn't have to be a 
resident of the generic nowhere that flows through 
our various screens. You got to be a little less of an 
individual and a little more of a part of something 















www.adbusters.org 
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UK: www.buynothingday.co.uk 
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larger. And you needn’t stop with food — the s 
analysis can apply to energy. To transportation. 
To entertainment. To much of the way we live. 

A change in who we imagine ourselves to be 
sounds very woo-woo and vague. How could 
that help solve global warming? But getting over 
hyperindividualism is as crucial as getting over oil 
— and my guess is you can't manage one without 
the other. 


me 





Bill McKibben is an environmental writer whose 
work appears regularly in The Atlantic, The New 
York Times, and Harper's. 
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Is AMERICA LOSING ITS EDGE? 


Americans are used to being on the top of the heap. But many of them are 
waking up to the fact that they're losing their competitive advantage. And not 
just in the manufacturing sector, but also when it comes to education, research 
and development, and technological infrastructure. So what are they doing about 
it? Nothing. In the words of New York Times columnist Thomas Friedman: 

“As a nation, we have a mounting education deficit, energy deficit, budget deficit, 
health care deficit and ambition deficit. The administration is in denial on this, 
and Congress is off on Mars. And yet, when I look around for the group that 
has both the power and interest in seeing America remain globally focused and 
competitive — America's business leaders — they seem to be missing in action.” 





The quest for resources to build the earliest 
empires — the Sumerian, the Akkadian, the Babylonian 
- turned Eurasian forests into deserts. Spain, France, 
Portugal and Britain sustained their respective empires 
by pillaging the uncivilized world.The United States 
fuelled its economic empire by turning the Old and New 
Worlds alike into its tree farm, its open pit, its oil well. 
Prosperity, it seems, has always been built upon the act 
of expropriation. But what about the future? There are 
no new continents to discover; there will be no New 
New World. Already, we are fighting over the scraps 
— the lumber with which to build our monuments, the 
dwindling supply of oil to fuel our affluence. And, one 
day, the last drops of water with which to moisten our 


throats. Onethingisforcertain:thisain'tgonna bepretty. 


PERCENTAGE OF US TREASURY DEBT OWNED BY FOREIGNERS 
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When George Bush first took office in 2001, US national produce is adding to America's troubling balance sheet. 

debt sat at $5.7 trillion. Today, it's close to $8 trillion. And they would do well to consider this trade deficit 

And the costs keep mounting. Even before Hurricane wouldn't be possible if foreign banks weren't so keen to 

Katrina hit, the US Treasury was already bleeding red ink lend them money. Conservative economist - and former 

thanks to widescale tax cuts and an expensive war most Reagan trade negotiator - Clyde Prestowiz has warned that 

Americans don't support. “At some point, the world will run out of savings to finance 

Only 35 percent of Americans approve of Bush's handling American consumption, or the rest of the world will begin 

of the economy, but instead of blaming the president, to doubt the ability of the United States to make good 

they may want to look at their own spending habits. on its obligations. There will be a collapse of one kind 

Their carefree readiness to consume more than they or another." 
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IN ADDITION TO BEATING THE US AND EUROPE 
on the factory floor, China is proving to be adept 

at dishing out some stinging diplomatic barbs. 

In May 2005, US Treasury officials complained that 
if China did not revaluate its artificially low currency 
= the yuan - they would designate the country as 

a “manipulative trading partner." Wei Benhua, 

the deputy director of the State Administration 

of Foreign Exchange in China, shot back that the 
United States should *put its own house in order 
before blaming others" for its trade deficit. Other 
officials have repeatedly rejected US concerns about 
the yuan, insisting that they will determine their 
economic policies on their own timetable, thank you 
very much. And Fan Gang - director of the National 


Economic Research Institute in Beijing – didn’t mince 
words in promoting a shift away from the greenback 
as the global benchmark: *The US dollar is in our 
opinion no longer seen as a stable currency, and is 
devaluating all the time, and that's putting troubles 
all the time." 

In a more recent spat, Chinese Commerce Minister 
Bo Xilai condemned European and American quotas 
on his country's textiles exports as “groundless and 
unscientific.” He responded to the move by scrapping 
export tarif 

If this wit and bravado is any indication, China is 
clearly enjoying its superpower status. And it makes 
for some great entertainment. 
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CORPORATE CULTURE MUST EVOLVE 


says Erik Assadourian 


Because we are rapidly advancing along this non-sustainable course, the world's 
environmental problems will get resolved, in one way or another, within the lifetimes of 
the children and young adults alive today. The only question is whether they will become 
resolved in pleasant ways of our own choice, or in unpleasant ways not of our choice, 
such as warfare, genocide, starvation, disease epidemics, and collapses of societies. 

—Jared Diamond, Collapse: How Societies Choose to Fail or Succeed 


We are closer to ecological collapse than most 

are willing to admit. For some it's because of 
denial, for others it's fear of being labeled a 
Cassandra or a Chicken Little, and for others still 
it's because they know what this admission will 
mean: a dramatic redesign of the global economy. 
However, the evidence is overwhelming. According 
to the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment — a 
comprehensive analysis produced in 2005 by 1,360 
of the world's top scientists — two-thirds of the 
ecosystem services on which human society depends 
are being degraded or used unsustainably, a trend 
that continues to worsen. As the report notes, 
*Human activity is putting such strain on the natural 
functions of Earth that the ability of the planet's 
ecosystems to sustain future generations can no 
longer be taken for granted." 

What's to blame? More than any other factor, 
it is che consumption-driven economic system 
- specifically, corporate influence over the economy, 
the media, governments, civil society driving people 
to perpetually consume more, more, more. 

The corporation is now the most powerful 
institution in the world. There exist over 69,000 
transnational corporations — of which just the 
hundred largest produced almost $5.5 trillion in 
sales and maintained $8 trillion in assets in 2003. 
With such vast resources and concentration of power, 
corporations have been able to capture practically 
every other human institution, spending billions 
to lobby governments; funding academic research 
(and sometimes suppressing unfavorable results); 
purchasing a half trillion dollars in advertising 
each year to promote their products or political 
positions; even creating civic organizations to 
convince people that issues like climate change, 
smoking and obesity are not threats. 

Corporate influence is not a new phenomenon. 


Since the modern business corporation took root in 
the 1600s, corporations have worked to alter laws 
to achieve their objectives. And over the centuries 
they have succeeded to a surprising degree. 

Today's laws provide corporations with significant 
advantages, including perpetual lifespans, limited 
liability, the ability to purchase other corporations, 
even the right to release toxic substances into our 
air and water supplies. 

Of course, while corporate leaders have been 
working to seize these rights, there have also been 
reactions by reformers. The American Revolution 
was as much a revolt against corporate control as 
British control. And the sparks of this rebellion 
have kindled throughout the subsequent 230 years 
of US history — for instance, through the efforts 
of Theodore Roosevelt and the trustbusters, and 
through Franklin D. Roosevelt and the New Deal. 

There seems to be an almost natural ebb and flow 
of corporate power. As they gain in strength, the 
people endeavor to reclaim control. Today we're at 
another peak of corporate power, but what makes 
this episode different than all the previous is the 
extreme urgency with which it is accompanied. 

To preserve the ecological systems on which we 
depend we need to not just reduce corporate power 
a bit, but truly transform the role of corporations 

— and quickly. The corporate system as it is designed 
is flawed: externalizing social and ecological costs, 
valuing companies’ worth on their short-term profits 
instead of their long-term value, and allowing 
corporations to have massive influence over society 
(which perpetuates these and other flaws). 

There are current attempts today to transform. 
the corporate system at the local and state levels. 
Some California legislators are trying to pass a 
Corporate Three Strikes Act that would revoke 
the charters of Californian corporations (and ban 





outside corporations from doing business in the 
state) if they commit three major criminal actions. 
In Minnesota and Maine, some are trying to change 
corporate charter laws in order to alter the mandate 
of corporations from the unqualified pursuit of 
profit to its tempered pursuit “not at the expense 

of the environment, human rights, public health and 
safety, dignity of employees, and the welfare of 
communities in which the company operates.” 

Anda few townships in Pennsylvania and California 
have passed ordinances that have even rescinded 

the legal privileges that corporations wield. 

Yet in countries where corporate influence 
is strongest and the consumer culture is most 
entrenched, the odds of political successes seem 
to be at their lowest — a reality that was again 
demonstrated with the recent passage of a 
Pennsylvania law that gives the state attorney 
general the power to overrule the above mentioned 
town ordinances. At 
least until environmental 
and social collapse 
becomes impossible to 
ignore, leadership will 
probably come not from 
policymakers - where 
corporate influence shapes 
the discourse — but from 
civil society, and as surprising as this might sound, 
from a handful of bold corporations. 

What will this look like? On the corporate side, 
we'll see a few innovative leaders and reformed 
reprobates start to play the game differently, 
acknowledging the looming environmental 
constraints and creating business models that are 
truly sustainable. But they'll be using these efforts to 
their advantage, for example lobbying for tightened 
regulations from which they'll gain and their slower 
competitors will lose. And they'll benefit from the 
reputation of being environmental or social leaders. 
Already, we see the seeds of this model taking root 
in companies such as Interface, Nike, DuPont, 
Starbucks, GE and yes, in major oil companies like 
BP and Shell. Naturally, these efforts will still be 
driven by profit, but companies will be reaping this 
profit not at the expense of society, but with society’s 
well-being in mind. 

On the civil society side, we'll see more 
organizations working with corporations to help. 
make their products and practices sustainable, 


A FEW INNOVATIVE LEADERS AND REFORMED 
REPROBATES ARE STARTING TO PLAY THE 
GAME DIFFERENTLY. THEY'LL EXCELL UNDER 
TIGHTENED REGULATIONS AND THEIR 
SLOWER COMPETITORS WILL LOSE OUT. 


while more and more organizations will be found 
waging “corporate campaigns" against companies, 
compelling them to improve their social and 
environmental records. Investors too will become 
an increasingly important force for change, both by 
redirecting their investments to good companies and 
by filing thousands of shareholder resolutions a year 
to enact policy changes in the companies they own. 

In reality, this is what's happening now, just at a 
microscopic scale. (See sidebar for some examples.) 
Yes, there is $2.2 trillion invested in socially 
responsible funds in the US — but many of these funds 
are responsible by name only and there's another 
$17 trillion invested without regards to social or 
environmental issues. Yes, there are campaigns to 
change corporate behavior, but the budgets of the 
handful of organizations leading these are just a 
tiny fraction of the budgets of their adversaries; it's 
like a hundred Davids coming out to face 69,000 
Goliaths, and this time the 
Goliaths had the resources 
and foresight to equip 
themselves with helmets 
while the Davids could 
only afford to share one 
sling between them. 

The key to success 
will be to engage as 
many people as possible in these efforts to make 
the corporate system just and sustainable. But to 
achieve this, we must convey the reality that every 
choice we make will either bring change or maintain 
the status quo: Which gas station you buy gas at, 
which car you drive, or even better, which car you 
don't drive because you live close enough to work to 
walk, bike or take public transportation. Whether 
you buy your food at the local farmers’ market, a 
green grocery store, or a massive discounter that 
underpays employees, like Walmart. Whether you 
spend the extra 1o percent on ecologically produced 
goods and services, even if it means buying a little 
less. Whether you bring your own travel mug to the 
café to get your fair-trade organic coffee. What job 
you take, with which company. Which politician you 
vote and campaign for. Whether you engage your 
political leaders once they take office. Whether you 
redirect your investments to be sure they're socially 
responsible — no matter if you have just $100 
in a savings account or $100,000 in retirement 
investments. Whether you file a shareholder 





resolution or support 
organizations that do. Whether 
you participate in marches, 

chain yourself to storefronts, 

or scale a nuclear reactor with 
Greenpeace to demonstrate just 
how vulnerable the nuclear energy 
industry really is. Virtually every 
choice we make from the littlest 
to the largest is ethical in nature, 
affecting thousands if not millions 
of lives, and it will be the sum of 
all these choices (as reflected in 
their effects on operational costs, 
on profits, on heightened risks) 
that will push corporations to 
become socially and ecologically 
responsible. Corporations won't 
change until the public clamors so 
loudly that they have no choice. 


Erik Assadourian is a staff 
researcher at Worldwatch 
Institute <www.worldwatch.org>. 
He is author of “Transforming 
Corporations,” in Worldwatch's 
State of the World 2006, which 
will be released in January 2006. 


CURRENT EFFORTS TO TRANSFORM CORPORATIONS 

As corporations influence so much of public life, it's not surprising that so 
many civil society campaigns are at least indirectly targeting corporate abuses: 
campaign finance; corporate control over scientific research, the media, and 
educational content; sweatshops and export processing zones; agricultural 
consolidation and subsidies; tobacco; mining; chemical releases; the war 
industry. While many of these campaigns are achieving some successes, 

a few campaigns are worth a special mention as they not only try to address 
the symptoms of corporate control but to actually transform the system. 


- Organizations like Rainforest Action Network (RAN) are strategically 
confronting corporations in ways that can have ripple effects throughout 
the system. For example, RAN has forced the three largest American bank 
holding corporations (with assets of almost $4 trillion) to agree to consider 
environmental impacts of loans over $50 million. As more banks follow suit 
(as they too are pressured), this will make it increasingly difficult for polluting 
companies to secure capital. Similar efforts are helping to green paper 
production, logging and gold mining. 


- Religious organizations are a major force behind filing shareholder resolutions. 
In the US last year they were the lead filers of over 20 percent of resolutions 
and they maintain significant financial assets. For example, the Interfaith 
Center on Corporate Responsibility, a coalition of 275 faith-based institutional 
investors, manages a portfolio of over $110 billion and participates in more 
than 100 resolutions a year. As resolutions take significant work but an 
investment of just $2,000, student groups could play a key role in accelerating 
the use of this very effective tool. 


Here in Humboldt County, California, Maxxam/Pacific Lumber Corp. put $300,000 
towards a recall attempt of our district attorney in 2004 after he “dared” to file a fraud 
lawsuit against them. In our work to defeat the recall bid, we at Democracy Unlimited 
of Humboldt County <www.duhc.org> realized that we needed to address the 
underlying issue and go on the offensive. So we came up with a draft ordinance that 
would ban corporations from participating in Humboldt County elections ever again. 
We've started collecting signatures to get it on the June 2006 ballot. Check our progress 


at <www.votelocalcontrol.org>. 


Hopefully this initiative and our presentations in other communities will inspire 


more jurisdictions to pass similar laws and create bottom-up grassroots pressure to 


end corporate meddling in our politics. 


RYAN ERIC EMENAKER 
Arcata, USA 





THE RISE OF THE ANTIPRENEUR 


While giant corporations run roughshod over our lives, we whine and 
complain, protest and boycott. For too long we've ignored the market, 
written it off as enemy territory. Yet, what do mega-corps like Walmart 


and Coke fear most? Competition. 


We're talking about a new breed of bottom-up enterprise that runs 
differently: promoting ethics over profit, values over image, idealism 
over hype. A brand of grassroots capitalism that deals in products we 
actually need — and believe in. No sweatshops. No mindfucking ads. 
Just fair trade from sustainable, accountable companies. Run by us, 


the antipreneurs. 


Over the last year, Adbusters has received countless letters and emails, 
all from budding antiprenuers eager to share their plans and ideas. 
Here are the best of the best, the most workable, the most revolutionary. 
The ideas that will transform the antipreneur movement, along with 
open-source counter-brands like tbe Blackspot, into a real economic 
threat to top-down corporate capitalism — through the next year, 
the next ten, and well into a saner, more democratic future. 


The idea of having a chain of 
restaurants that serves only locally 
grown, organic foods is pure 
genius. Especially if to-go items 
were served in that new styrofoam 
that is made of potato starch and 
limestone and biodegrades as 
quickly as food does. 

DANI VACHON 


We could establish our own 
market, involving Blackspot 
companies and other ethical and 
environmental ventures. I would 
be willing to risk a few hundred 
dollars for what I believe is a win- 
win situation. If these companies 
do well, ГИ make a little money 
and I might be able to live in 
a more ethical world. If these 
companies fail, then ГИ lose out, 
but at least I didn't contribute 
to the problem. 

JOHN SNIADAJEWSKI 


There are thousands of 
independent businesses that are 
already down with the Blackspot 


concept. Why not create a seal 

of approval or business alliance 

to include those already doing it? 
LARS 


My suggestion for the Blackspot 
is to allow stores that adhere 
to the same values to display a 
framed Blackspot, door decal, or 
anything else that designates them 
as a supporter without having 
to be a “branded” Blackspot 
store. Like a rainbow flag for the 
socially conscious. 

LAUREN RESKIN 


I think there's enough interest to 
hold an International Antipreneur 
Summit. It would be a great 
way to create a network of like- 
minded businesses that learn from 
one another's experiences. 

JAY B. 


How about starting a Blackspot 
gallery to exhibit the work of 
politically active artists? 

TOMMY PACE 


BLACKSPOT CULTURE SHOP 
Organic coffee, revolutionary 
magazines, books, CDs, DVDs and 
Blackspot products of all kinds. Then. 
we'll share the business template with 
any antipreneur interested in opening 
one up in their own city. Look for the 
first in Vancouver, Canada. 


BLACKSPOT LAW 

A dedicated anti-corporate law firm 
that defends the people's right to. 
unbranded space. 


BLACKSPOT CLOTHING 

Organic, unbleached cotton and hemp. 
clothing made in co-op factories. 
Simple, affordable, durable and fair. 


BLACKSPOT LOANS 

A fund that offers low- or no-interest 
loans to other Blackspot start-ups. 
This could evolve into Blackspot 
credit unions and real estate trusts 
dedicated to supporting ethical 
business ventures. 


BLACKSPOT WATER 

We'll sell purified, local water in 
reusable, refillable containers, with 
proceeds going to the protection of 
uncontaminated public water. 


BLACKSPOT BIODIESEL 

A chain of fuel outlets selling certified 
biodiesel made from waste vegetable. 
oil by indy producers. 


BLACKSPOT EDUCATION 
Alternative schools dedicated to 
media literacy, critical thought and 
broad cultural experience. 


BLACKSPOT DAY 
A international day of solidarity 
against the branded life. 


BEST BUSINESS MOVES OF THE YEAR 


A major FedEx hub in Oakland, 
California, now operates on the 
largest corporate solar-power 
system in the state, The 904 kilowatt 
installation, which covers 81,000 
square feet of roof space, fuels 80 
percent of the hub's energy needs. 
Any surplus energy is transferred into 
the utility grid for general use. Over 
its 30-year lifespan, the solar electric 
system is expected to replace the 
equivalent of 85,000 barrels of oil 
and reduce carbon dioxide emissions 
by 10,800 tons. FedEx also has the 
largest hybrid-powered courier 
vehicle fleet in the United States, 

and recently announced plans to 

put an additional 75 hybrid vehicles 
into service. 


Outdoor company Patagonia, in 
partnership with Japanese fabric 
manufacturer Teijin, has launched one 
of the world's first garment take- 
back recycling programs. Patagonia 
customers can now return their 
worn-out Capilene baselayers (a type 
of insulating long underwear) to be 
recycled into new garments. Starting 
in Fall 2006, new Patagonia Capilene 
garments will include over 50 percent 
recycled content. According to the 
company, the program results in an 
energy savings of 76 percent and 

a CO; emissions reduction of 71 
percent versus creating the fiber from 
new raw material. Patagonia hopes 
to eventually expand the program to 
include all of its polyester garments. 


MOST HATED COMPANY OF 2005 
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British Airways is now offering 
passengers a way to help offset the 
environmental impacts of flying. 
When you book a flight with the 
airline, a carbon dioxide emissions 
calculator determines your share 

of the flight's CO, emissions. It also 
calculates the cost to offset those 
emissions through sustainable energy 
projects around the world, and gives 
you the option to voluntarily pay up. 
The fees, which are based on trip 
length, range from $9 for a flight from 
London to Paris, to $44 for a flight 
from London to Sydney. 


If Walmart were a nation, it would be one of the world's 
top 20 economies. The largest private employer in the 
world, Walmart employs one of every 115 workers in 
America – more than GM, Ford, GE and IBM combined. 
Yet despite yearly sales of $288 billion, the company 
provides health insurance benefits for less than half 

of its workers. Predictably, the money saved doesn't 
go into higher wages. Sales clerks earn an average of 
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$14,000 a year - well below the government's definition 
of poverty for a family of three. (Competitor Costco pays 
its employees 65 percent more on average.) As a result 
of Walmart's low wages and poor benefits, hundreds of 
thousands of its workers rely on government programs, 
including tax credits and deductions for low-income 
families, food stamps, and housing assistance, to get by 

- sticking taxpayers with an estimated annual tab of more 
than $2.5 billion dollars. Which makes you wonder, what's 
the true cost of having a Wal-Mart in your community? 








NAME: L. DENNIS KOZLOWSKI, 
former CEO of Tyco International. 


CHARGES: 22 counts of grand 
larceny, falsifying business records, 
securities fraud and conspiracy 
resulting in the loss of more than 
$400 million of company funds. 
FAMOUS LAST WORDS: Asked the 
Judge to be as “lenient as possible” 
and to consider "all the positive things 





NAME: BERNIE EBBERS, 
founder and former CEO 
of Worldcom 


CHARGES: Fraud and conspiracy 
resulting in an $11 billion loss to 
investors in the largest (to date) 
accounting scandal in US history. 
FAMOUS LAST WORDS: "No one 
will find me to have knowingly 
committed fraud." 


| have done in my life." 
SENTENCE: 8-25 years in prison. 


SENTENCE: 25 years in prison. 


The fall of multi-million dollar energy broker Enron was one of the most dramatic 
Corporate implosions in recent memory. And the full story — as chronicled in the 
film Enron: The Smartest Guys in the Room - should be mandatory viewing for all 


business administration students. 


Because it's not simply a story about numbers, 


it's a tale of corrupt individuals exploiting a corrupt system. Certainly there were 
specific villains - like the top executives and some unscrupulous traders who 
are caught on tape laughing about bilking "Grandma Millie" out of her retirement 
fund and exclaiming "Burn, baby, burn" as forest fires drive California's 





deregulated electricity prices through the roof. 
But the main point of the film is that Enron 
happened because of "synergistic corruption" 
that extends beyond any one individual. 

The company perpetuated its fraud thanks to 
a convergence of lax and often overly friendly 
regulators, lawyers who paid no attention 

to professional ethics, and investors who 
uncritically signed off on sleight-of-hand 
accounting so long as the share price was in 
ascension. And the corporate scandals that 
came to light after Enron's collapse showed 
how rampant such behavior was at other 
companies. More stringent regulations have 
theoretically changed all that. Theoretically. 
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NAME: CALISTO TANZI, 
founder and former CEO of Parmalat. 


CHARGES: Accused of market- 
rigging, providing false accounting 
information and misleading Italy's 
stock market regulator in a $15 billion 
Scandal that has been described as 
"Europe's Enron." 

FAMOUS LAST WORDS: "Eight 
billion, 11 billion, 14 billion - it's all 
the same." 

SENTENCE: Currently remanded to 
a Milan jail, his trial continues. 


COMING IN 2006: 

JANUARY 31 

ALAN GREENSPAN RETIRES AS HEAD 
OF THE US FEDERAL RESERVE 


MAY 13 
WORLD FAIR TRADE DAY 
WWW.WFTDAY.ORG 


SEPTEMBER 19-20 

ANNUAL MEETINGS OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND 
AND THE WORLD BANK GROUP 
SINGAPORE 


SCIENCE + 
TECHNOLOGY 
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WE'RE CRACKING THE NEURAL CODE, 





THE BRAIN's SECRET LANGUAGE 


Chances are you have never heard of the neural code. 
And yet, from both a practical and philosophical 
perspective, the neural code is the most important 
remaining scientific mystery. Analogous to the 
machine code of a digital computer, the neural code 
is the software, set of rules, syntax, that transforms 
electrical pulses in the brain into perceptions, 
memories, decisions. A solution to the neural code 
could - in principle - give us almost unlimited power 
over our psyches, because we could monitor and 
manipulate brain cells with exquisite precision by 
speaking to them in their own private language. 

The neural code is such a dauntingly complex, 
technical topic — overlapping with nonlinear 
dynamics, information theory, and other esoteric 
fields — that it receives little publicity beyond 
specialized journals. Moreover, until recently a 
complete decoding of the brain seemed impossibly 
remote, because researchers had limited means of 
probing the microcircuitry of living brains. Trying 
to glean the neural code with external scanning 
methods such as magnetic-resonance imaging 
or electroencephalography is like trying to learn 
English by standing outside a baseball stadium and 
listening to the roar of the crowd. But just in the 
past decade researchers have begun crafting arrays of 
microelectrodes that can eavesdrop on hundreds and 
even thousands of separate neurons simultaneously, 
and they have acquired ever-more-powerful 
computers and algorithms for analyzing data. 

The immediate goal of many neural-code 
researchers is producing “neural prostheses" for the 
disabled. By far the most successful neural prosthesis 
is the artificial cochlea. More than 80,000 people 
have been equipped with these devices, which restore 
at least rudimentary hearing by feeding signals from 
an external microphone to the auditory nerve. Work 
on other prostheses is proceeding more slowly. 
Artificial retinas, light-sensitive chips that mimic 
the eye's signal-processing ability and stimulate the 
optical nerve or visual cortex, have been tested in 
a handful of blind subjects, but they usually “see” 
nothing more than phosphenes, or bright spots. 

Several groups have recently shown that monkeys 
can control computers and robotic arms *merely by 
thinking,” as media accounts invariably put it – not 


telekinetically but via implanted electrodes picking 
up neural signals. The potential for empowering 

the paralyzed is obvious, but so far only a few 
experiments with humans have been carried out, 
with limited success. A program to create chips 

that can restore the memory of those afflicted with 
Alzheimer's disease or other disorders is still a year or 
two away from testing in rats. 

The National Institutes of Health and the Defense 
Advanced Research Projects Agency (DARPA) 
nonetheless see enough promise in this research 
to pump millions into it every year. DARPA is less 
interested in treating the disabled than in enhancing 
the cognitive capacities of healthy soldiers. DARPA 
officials have broached the prospect of cyborg 
warriors downloading complex fighting procedures 
directly into their brains, like the heros of The 
Matrix; controlling jets with their thoughts, like Clint 
Eastwood in the old flick Firefox; or being remotely 
controlled, liké the assassin in the recent remake of 
The Manchurian Candidate. “Implanting electrodes 
into healthy people is not something we're going to 
do any time soon,” a DARPA official told me recently. 
“But 20 years ago, no one would have thought we'd 
put a laser in the eye either. So this is an agency that 
leaves the door open to what's possible." 

Beyond these bionic possibilities, neural-code 
research could have a dramatic impact on artificial 
intelligence, which has thus far failed to deliver on 
its promise of creating truly intelligent machines. If 
the brain's programming tricks can be transferred 
to computers and robots, they may finally become 
as clever as HAL in 2001 and c3ro in Star Wars. 

In perhaps the most fantastic scenario of all, long 
envisioned by AI mavens such as Marvin Minsky 
and Ray Kurzweil, mastery of the neural code might 
allow us to transform our psyches into software 
programs — strings of ones and zeros - that can 

be downloaded into machines, where we will live 
forever in cyberspace. 

Finally, the neural code could represent the key to 
one of philosophy's oldest and deepest conundrums 
— the mind-body problem - in the following way: all 
codes involve the transformation of purely physical 
phenomena - the positioning of base pairs in a 
DNA strand, the flow of electrons in a computer, the 
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scratch of a pen on paper — into information, which 
transcends the physical realm. By revealing how the 
brain transforms a physical process such as the firing 
of a neuron into information and even meaning, 
another non-physical phenomena, the neural code 
may reveal how mere matter becomes a mind. Who 


us much greater, more direct control over ourselves 
than mere genetic manipulation. It is not too soon 

to start pondering the potential consequences of this 
achievement. How will knowledge of the neural code 
be used, and by whom? Who will be liberated, and 
who enslaved? 


knows? Maybe we'll even solve the riddle of free will. 


We may finally understand how this wrinkled lump 
of jelly in our skulls generates a unique self with a 
sense of personal identity and autonomy, a self that 
perceives, emotes, remembers, imagines, chooses, 


acts, creates. 

Neuroscientists are still 
far from converging on a 
solution to the neural code. 
They are embroiled in debates 
over whether information 
is represented primarily 
by signals from individual 
neurons, by many neurons 
firing in lockstep, by even 
higher-level waves of chaotic 
electrical activity sweeping 
through the brain, or all of 
the schemes above and more. 
These disputes have led some 
theorists to warn that the 
neural code may never be fully 
deciphered. But 6o years ago, 
some biologists feared the 
genetic code was too complex 
to crack. Then in 1953 Francis 
Crick and James Watson 
unraveled the structure of 
DNA, and researchers quickly 
established that the double 
helix mediates an astonishingly 
simple genetic code governing 
the heredity of all organisms. 

Science's success in 
deciphering the genetic code, 
which has culminated in the 
Human Genome Project, has 
been widely acclaimed — and 
with good reason, because 
knowledge of our genetic 
makeup could allow us to 
reshape our fundamental 
nature. A solution to the neural 
code could, in principle, give 


John Horgan, former senior writer at Scientific 
American, is author of, most recently, Rational 
Mysticism: Spirituality Meets Science in the Search 
for Enlightenment. 


WHERE BELIEF IS BORN 


Is there a biochemical basis to God; a silent binding of proteins unlocking the path 
to both humanity's highest aspirations and the final, lonely moments of a suicide 
bomber? 

Faith has been an immortal puzzle for science, because by definition it requires 
belief without empirical evidence, the very antithesis of scientific inquiry. 

Some already claim to have isolated the molecule for faith: serotonin, a 
neurotransmitter involved in hunger, obsessive-compulsive disorders and 
Schizophrenia. Swedish researcher Dr. Lars Farde found people with lower densities 
of the serotonin receptor 5-HT1A were more likely to turn to religion, a specific 
effect not linked to other traits such as impulsiveness, fear of the unknown or 
gregariousness. 

Pennsylvania radiologist Andrew Newberg's brain scans of Buddhists and nuns 
provide a neurological explanation for the religious experience of "oneness with 
the universe," via decreased blood flow to the parietal lobe, which provides spatial 
orientation and the sense of self. And studies of temporal lobe epileptics, who 
frequently report religious awakenings, invoke the amygdala, a structure linked to 
primal emotions and assignment of significance. 

Anatomical arguments tie in to evolutionary ones. Canadian behavioral 
neuroscientist Todd Murphy believes that as the frontal and temporal lobes grew, 
so too did our ability to extrapolate the future. "When this happened we could see a 
dead body and see ourselves in that position one day," he said, arguing that religion 
evolved to answer the resultant existential dilemma. Furthermore by providing 
context for a moral code, belief encouraged bonding, bolstered survival - and 
provided an advantage that positively selected for God during our evolution. 

But as science narrows its search, disquiet is growing about what may be left 
beyond its boundaries. The soul is disappearing - how can it exist when it can be 
neither weighed nor measured? 

This void did not always exist; Kepler and Newton once thought truth, goodness 
and beauty worthy of investigation. Economist E.F. Schumacher ascribes the schism 
to the seventeenth-century Scientific Revolution when purpose shifted from old 
science, or science for wisdom, to science for manipulation, where, to quote Francis 
Bacon, "knowledge is power." 

By minimizing doubt and error in our search for truth, we have turned our backs 
on one of Aristotle's key principles, that the “slenderest knowledge of the highest 
things is more desirable than the most certain knowledge of lesser things." 

But if certainty is left behind what more might be found beyond the microscope? 

Maria Hampton 
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SHOULD WE TRANSCEND THE LIMITS 





OF OUR NATURAL BODIES, OR SHOULD 
WE LET EVOLUTION RUN ITS COURSE? 


When we look forward these days, nothing really 
comes into focus properly. Or so Peter Lunenfeld 
argues, in User, his new book of techno-cultural 
criticism. Back in the high modern era, he says, 
we had a crystal clear image of what the future 
was going to look like - airships, radiant cities and 
biosphere ranch homes on Mars. 

But, after the chaos and carnage of the twentieth 
century, our faith in the progress promised by Big 
Science has gone. Now, when we try to look ahead, 
we end up trapped in a permanent present, looping 
ironically through old ideas of things to come. 

Just think of all those “History of the Future” TV 
shows, books, museum exhibits or magazine spreads 
smirking ironically over past decades” future kitsch. 

But flipping through recent books on post- 
humanism, you wonder whether Lunenfeld's line 
on the future needs a tweak or two. Perhaps a 
new vision of the future is now becoming clear. 

Since the millennium, scientists, business 
consultants, policy wonks, eco-activists and 
cultural critics have been queuing up to ponder 
the implications of genetics, robotics, info/biotech 
and nanotechnology. 

The titles published in the last two years alone 
comprise a mini-library: there's Joel Garreau's 
Radical Evolution, Ramez Naam's More than 
Human, Pete Shanks’ Human Genetic Engineering: 
A Guide for Activists, Skeptics and the Very 
Perplexed, Francis Fukuyama's Our Posthuman 
Future and Bill McKibben's Enough: Genetic 
Engineering and tbe End of Human Nature and 
several efforts from gung-ho AI scientist Ray 
Kurzweil, the most out-there being Fantastic Voyage: 
How to Benefit from Cutting Edge Science and Add 


Years to Your Life (co-written with Terry Grossman). 


Fukuyama, Shanks and McKibben all worry about 
our potential ability to take charge of evolution and 
alter what it means to be human. The guys in white 
coats (and the government/military/business suits 
behind them) are going to screw things up or use the 


new tech to shore up their power and control us. 

Others are excited over the same basic prospect. 
Ramez Naam argues it's our democratic right to 
rework our own biological code. *Bio-power to the 
people!" is his pitch. Seductive enough, though he 
used to work for Microsoft (on Internet Explorer), 
which makes you worry whether his new humans 
will be as buggy as his programs. In a similar vein, 
Kurzweil and Grossman go for a self-help angle. 

A kind of book-length to-do list for would-be post- 
humans, Fantastic Voyage tells you how to take 
charge of your own evolution, reverse inner cell 
decay and live forever (maybe). 

But whatever their angle, these books generally 
take as given the same vision of the future. You know 
the way it's supposed to go. In the future we'll be 
able to hack and debug our genetic code, use nano- 
bots to perform cellular maintenance and augment 
our minds and bodies with computer chips, robotic 
implants and smart drugs. 

As a result, we'll all live forever, raise super-bright 
high achieving (and very rich) children and have the 
best sex ever, all night long, without ever needing 
a post-coital nap. Disease, sleep, wrinkles and ugly 
people will be a thing of the past. Reading these 
books, you come away with the sense that, whatever 
Lunenfeld says, once again, we have a collective 
idea about the future (it will be *post-human") and 
we know how it will look — like the people in glossy 
lifestyle ads, or some sort of supermodel/porn 
star, perhaps. 

Clearly, this is the usual techno-determinist 
prophet-eering, in which technology is seen as 
simplistically calling the shots for culture. And 
though this future is presented like a glossy adland 
fantasy, like most futurology, it has roots in the boot 
camp realities of the military. Scientists sponsored by 
the US's Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency 
(aka DARPA, the prime mover behind the early 
internet) are at the cutting edge here. But the post- 
human they're punting for is the soldier of the future, 


someone who won't feel pain, won't need sleep, will 
be able to heal a wound by thinking about it, will be 
able to carry huge weights and will survive on one 
breath per hour. 

Most interestingly, our new vision seems so 
shrunken, compared to past futures. Once we looked 
forward to creating legible, orderly cities, cleanly 
functioning societies and civilizations in space. Now 
we dream of wrinkle-free faces. Post-humanism is 
futurology for a self-centered consumerist age. We've 
gone from big social visions to individual narcissism. 

It's what you'd expect from the society Thomas de 
Zengotita describes in his recent book, Mediated. 
He argues that media technologies, with their 
constant address to us, 
have created a highly self- 
conscious “flattered self,” 
used to being the center 
of attention, used to 
performing an identity by choosing between multiple 
options. People inhabit a *MeWorld" in which “it’s 
all about you” pretty much all the time. The post- 
human “You-topia” described by Кате? Naam — 
in which science serves up multiple options you can 
use to make your brain and body better than the next 
guy's — seems a perfect fit with this kind of media 
solipsism de Zengotita analyses. In fact, cloning and 
genetic engineering are the ultimate in the mediation 
processes he describes. *With genetic engineering," 
he says, “living creatures become the screens that 
display our designs." 

De Zengotita's ideas remind us that post-humanism 
has a history. As such, his book is one antidote to 
post-human hype. Another comes unintentionally 
from Australian artist Stelarc, who for the last 30 
years has been testing out post-human technologies 
and ideas on his own body. He's added robotic arms 
to his body, pinged his vital signs round the net and 
projected images of his insides across the universe. 
(Images of his performances are collected in a big 


THE RICH MEDIATED MASSES OF THE WEST 
ARE EFFECTIVELY ALREADY POST-HUMANS. 


new monograph published by wir Press). 

Stelarc spouts lots of DARPA-style rhetoric about 
re-engineering the body to make it more efficient. 
But his performances exude a very human pathos. 
As you watch this naked bald guy goofing through 
a strangely elegant series of movements with his 
robotic arm, surrounded by pirouetting giant 
robot arms, you realise the post-human future 
won't be the simple plug and play upgrade the 
cheerleaders suggest. 

The same lesson comes from author Michael 
Chorost. In Rebuilt: How Becoming Part Computer 
Made Me More Human, he talks about how he 
became a cyborg, after having a cochlear chip 
implant to restore his 
hearing. Chorost's 
key point is that post- 
humanism is hard work. 
Accommodating the 
computer in his body was a long hard process 
of adaptation. It wasn’t the simple push-button 
augmentation suggested by some. It took time to 
learn to hear again using the chip. 

Present day post-humans like Stelarc and Chorost 
also make it clear that, as with most futurology, post- 
humanism says as much about the present as it does 
about things to come. Think about it - compared 
to the rest of the world, the rich mediated masses of 
the West are effectively already post-humans. And 
as they “take control of their evolution,” others are 
being left to go the other way, down the evolutionary 
ladder, back into a world of ‘old’ diseases like TB, 
small pox and malaria. Whilst we may be focused on 
a bright shiny future, a large part of the world is left 
to slide back into the past. 


Jim McClellan writes about technoculture for 

The Guardian and teaches journalism at the 
University College for the Creative Arts at Farnbam 
in tbe UK. 

















FAKING BABIES 


Today's newborns may be the final forebears of the 
post-human era. 

The first post-human borne by a machine will 
have no umbilical cord. Decanted from artificial 
wombs after ectogenesis, or out-of-body gestation, 
generation zero will lack not only bellybuttons — 
the trivial if collective scar of the human condition — 
but also any significant links to the previous 100,000 
years of motherhood. This will mark the twenty-first 
entury’s perfection of the uncoupling of erotic sex 
from reproduction - through the Pill, abortion, ıvF, 
cloning and surrogacy - largely without outcry. 

The final cut, a severing of the umbilical cord, will 
occur when scientists at opposite ends of research — 
embryologists studying infertility and neonatologists 
working to increase the survival of premature babies 
— rush to close the gap. 

This odd and unsettling scenario is already being 
realized. Yosinori Kuwabara and his colleagues at 
Tokyo's Juntendou University have kept goat fetuses 
alive for three weeks in a sophisticated plastic tank 
the size of a bread basket filled with amniotic fluid. 
None survived, but Kuwabara predicts that a fully- 
functioning version of his prototype may be ready 


before 2010. Meanwhile, 63-year-old Dr. Hung 
Chiung Liu at Cornell University hit the headlines 

in 2002 when she successfully implanted human 
embryos on engineered endometrial cells cultured 

on a uterine-shaped scaffold of collagen. Subsequent 
unpublished work on mice has yielded mortally 
deformed animals sustained to the human gestational 
equivalent of 31 weeks. 

So what will be the consequences of the elimination 
of the womb, that *dark and dangerous place" and 
“hazardous environment” according to University 
of Virginia ethics professor Joseph Fletcher? For 
starters, it will mean increased survival of neonates 
and children of their *own" for infertile couples. 

But less foreseen is the psychological damage inflicted 
on infants deprived of the vital imprinting period 

in the final 12 weeks of pregnancy, state-sanctioned 
ectogenesis of female drug and alcohol users” 
offspring, and perhaps the end of maternity leave 
and health-care-funded pregnancy expenses. 

If the biblical Genesis *in pain you shall bring forth 
children" directive is to be replaced by ectogenesis, 
will post humans be born into a lifetime of pain? 

Maria Hampton 
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Is YOUR SEX LIFE NORMAL? 
asks Ziauddin Sardar 


Is your sex life normal? What turns you on, off, what 
makes good sex? The problem with such questions 

is there are no “normal” answers. Our ideas about 
sex have changed fundamentally. Boundaries shift 
rapidly, and continue to shift. What was abnormal 
yesterday - pornography — becomes normal today. 
And what is shunned today – pedophilia — may just 
as easily become normal tomorrow. 

One huge jump was provided by Viagra. Six years 
after impotence pills came on the market, sexual 
norms have been transformed. From the beginning, 
Viagra was branded and marketed as normal. 
Impotence was rebranded "erectile dysfunction," 

a common condition, but not normal. Suddenly more 
than half of US adult men were patients. 

So if you can't get it up because you're pissed, 
stressed out, not in the mood or no longer find your 
partner attractive, you are actually suffering from 
a disease. And like all diseases, it must be cured: by 
swallowing a pill and having sex no matter what. 

Viagra is another step toward stripping sex o! 
complexity, reducing it to simple questions: *how 
big?" (for men) and *how long?" (for women). 
Combined with other market economy features — 
on-demand availability, choice and flexibility - we 
have new definitions not just of sex but of what it 
means to be human. 

Viagra actually treats loss of male power. In a 
world busy reassigning status and regendering the 
social order, sexual potency is the last bastion. Men, 
losing status and power in almost all arenas, must 
repair to the bedroom for redemption. In an age 
of equality, however, the other half of humanity 
is not immune from malfunction. Within the next 
few years, patches and drugs will enhance vaginal 
lubrication and sensitivity. In the US, clinical trials 
have been approved for a pacemaker-sized device 
which, implanted under the skin, triggers an orgasm. 
One day, it will be normal for women to have 
perpetual orgasms. 

What of the rest of the body? Within decades, you 
will be able to switch off hormones and remove all 
secondary sexual characteristics. Then you can add 
on the bits you wish and "sculpt" your body in any 
shape you like. 

Love, too, will be tailormade. Recent research 





suggests it consists of three basic biochemicals. 
Testosterone produces lust. Amphetamine- 

like chemicals – dopamine, noradrenaline and 
phenylethylamine — produce euphoria that leads 

to infatuation. And if a relationship survives the 
first two rushes, a new response based on oxytocin, 
vasopressin and endorphins produces feelings 

of intimacy, trust and affection. Pharmaceutical 
companies are working on this third phase, a “love 
pill" that takes you straight to deep feelings of 
intimacy, trust and affection. Science will fulfill the 
fairy tale. It will invent a genuine love potion. 

Sexual liberation is approaching its apotheosis: on- 
demand with peak performance, assured gratification 
and enduring emotion. But much more has been let 
out of the bottle. Physical and psychological barriers 
to sex, taboos, are evaporating. Desires to dress up 
as a stuffed toy, dreams of sex with dead people, 
obsessions with rubber, fixations with asphyxiation 
— all that is sexually driven is normal. Pornography's 
taboo status is already rapidly disappearing. Hard- 
core material is now just a click away. 

And the final taboos can always be approximated. 
Haptic technology, the simulation of physical touch, 
will enable you to live your most horrific dreams 
in virtual reality. The first haptic wave, simple 
vibrations, is already being felt in video games. 

The next will simulate pressure, texture and heat. 
And what's the harm, if it's only a digitized child? 

Has the constant shifting of normal really 
improved our sex lives? Or led to a decline in real 
sex? Genuine intimacy cannot be conjured through 
a pill. Neither can sincere, unconditional love 
be simulated. When sex is reduced to mechanics 
and endurance, there is little to differentiate it 
from plumbing and maintenance. Sex used to be 
intercourse because it was part of a context, a loving 
relationship. Without any context, what good does 
it do you? It becomes the ultimate narcissism, the 
sole gratification of self-love. 

Welcome to the masturbatory society. 





Ziauddin Sardar is a writer, broadcaster and cultural 

critic wbose most recent book is Desperately Seeking 

Paradise: Journeys of A Sceptical Muslim. This article 
was reprinted from New Statesman. 
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Revolutionary advances in technology are transforming war 
in our favor. And in the decades ahead, the changes will be 





even more dramatic. . . . These technological advances will 
put unprecedented agility, speed, precision, and power in 
your hands, and you will use them to protect the American 
people in the dangerous decades ahead. Technology changes 
the balance of war in another important way: We can now 
strike our enemies with greater effectiveness, at greater 
range, with fewer civilian casualties. In this new era of 
warfare, we can target a regime, not a nation, and that 
means terrorists and tyrants can no longer feel safe hiding 
behind innocent life. In the twenty-first century, we can 
target the guilty and protect the innocent, and that make 
it easier to keep the peace. 












—George Bush delivering the Naval Academy 
Commencement, May 27, 2005 
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CAN SURVEILLANCE DETECT A BITTER HEART? 


For the mass media, the most troubling aspect of the 
London subway bombings was that it was carried 
out by young British citizens: good students, parents, 
sports-minded, religious, working class. At some 
point, the loyalties of the suicide bombers divided 
irreversibly from the broader community, going over 
to a moral absolutism that could only end in mass 
murder in the name of a greater justice. Here, the 
terrorist *other" of the new security state is revealed 
to be fully interior to the logic of power itself. 

Could it be that surveillance technologies are no 
substitute for a political solution? Paradoxically, 
the more overexposed the subjects of surveillance 
culture, the more underexposed the many unexplored 
reasons for a bitter heart in the so-called War on 
Terrorism: humiliated bodies, religious conviction, 
desires for revenge-taking, feelings of total loss of 
control. Circulating silently through the nets of 
power, invisible to the eye of the camera, the bitter 
heart cannot be detected by technology nor seduced 
by wealth and power. Its loyalties already belong to 
different political regimes, clashing ancient absolutes. 
Probably never having known political reciprocity, 
always denied recognition, these rebels made their 
lives spectacles of immolation. Martyrs to some, 
nihilists to others, their bitterness of the heart is a 
challenge to contemporary power. 

The long, dark years of the Bush/Blair regimes 
have been filled with media epistles about the moral 
rightness of the cause of Born Again Christians, 
with their reanimated faith providing the ethical 
hardness necessary for a self-declared “crusade” 
against Islamic culture. Domestically, the moral 
crusade has often functioned to stigmatize Muslims, 
justifying an undifferentiated treatment of all 
Muslims as potential terrorists. Everywhere, massive 
political discrimination against Muslims has had 
the effect of seeking to reduce them to the new 
nobodies of globalization. With this predictable 
result, a very real sense of victimization now sweeps 
Muslim cultures, with those grisly photographs of 
bodily humiliation at Abu-Ghraib in Iraq providing 
emotional grist for the mill of absolute faith. 

It is a banality, but a true one, that sometimes 
societies are condemned to reap what they sow. 

In this case, that is precisely true. The moral 
extremism of Born Again Christians is mirrored 

by the extremism of Born Again Muslims. The 
crusade has reaped a counter-reaction that is equally 








hostile and undifferentiated in its violence. State- 
sanctioned torture in a secret network of global 
detention facilities does not breed powerlessness, 
but the opposite — a spirit of revenge animated by 
the absolute faith of martyrdom. If the US and the 
UK mix Christian cosmology and hyper-warfare into 
a deadly new weapon of globalized colonization, 
Islamic martyrs respond by upping the stakes. They 
strike against the viral power of the global imperial 
state by adopting the bio-political strategy of the 
parasite. Refusing to challenge the *hardened" 
targets of western power, the new martyrs infiltrate 
the soft matter of civil society with studied dexterity. 
While 9/11 was aimed at destabilizing the financial 
and military symbols of American imperialism, the 
London suicide bombings were intended to deliver 
maximum destruction to the psychic confidence of 
the population itself. With this event, the much- 
vaunted *War on Terrorism" flips into the terrorism 
of urban warfare, with the specter of Baghdad as an 
early warning system for what has now occurred in 
Bali, Madrid and London. Suddenly, *blowback" 

is no longer intelligence terminology for the 
unanticipated consequences of military action, but a 
cultural term describing our likely political future. 

For all of the polemics concerning draconian 
anti-terrorism legislation, one thing is ominously 
clear. In the London bombings, we are present at 
the very inception of a greater moral divide in 
Western culture - capable of capturing the hearts 
of quietly dissident young citizens, pitting the 
ethical absolutism of Islamic martyrs against the 
circulatory flows of secularized civil society. 

Perhaps what we are witnessing with the migration 
of Islamic fundamentalism to the very centre 

of western life is the exact historical moment in 
which post-Enlightenment culture met its religious 
counter-reaction. 

For all the surveillance cameras of the new security 
state, a purely technological response to terrorism is 
doomed to failure. To the bitterness of the heart, only 
a political response is possible, one that might begin 
by recognizing the intellectual legacy, ethical promise 
and human reciprocity of Muslim culture. 








Arthur Kroker teaches at the University of Victoria, 
Canada. His recent books include The Will to 
Technology and the Culture of Nihilism and the 
anthology Life in the Wires: The CTheory Reader. 








I have lost faith in the ability of the people to govern themselves. 
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FROM THE FIRST WAVES OF THE TSUNAMI, TO AVIAN. 
flu, hurricanes, earthquakes and floods of biblical 
proportions, 2005 has been a tumultuous year. 

The soundtrack of natural disasters has 
underscored a deeper malaise that has temporarily 
laid bare a more profound veneer than the shattered 
bricks and mortar of modern life. 

As contemporary historian Timothy Garton 
Ash noted, Hurricane Katrina's big lesson was not 
the indifference of the Bush administration, its 
scandalous neglect of the poor, or society's lack 
of preparation for major disasters. It was that the 
sheen of civilization on which we tread is growing 
perilously thin. One tear in that mantle and you've 
fallen through - scratching and gouging for your life. 

This isn't about two people confronting each other 
in New Orleans over a piece of bread. The history of 
civilization is skeined with violence well illustrated 
by events in Beslan, Rwanda, Darfur, Congo and 
Algeria. Even on the political stage, reasoned 
discourse in many democracies is on the decline, 
elections now result in stalemates and the world's 
most powerful society has taken us beyond the line 
in the sand of pre-emptive war, to contemplate the 
specter of pre-emptive nuclear war. 

Some of the most fundamental tenets of civilization 
— namely a sense of community and, at its most 
basic, the tacit agreement that “if you don't kill me 
I won't kill you” - are wearing thin. A trend towards 
hyper-individualism, pursued and promoted under 
individual liberty, has effectively undermined the 
basis of true civilization. When that patina is lost and 
community degraded, all that remains to regulate 
human behavior is coercive force. 

The old veneer is eroding at the same time as its 
new cladding, an iridescent imitation, reaches its 
peak. As glossy as a fashion magazine, civilization's 
new skin reflects nothing it needs; the things natural 
disaster victims cry out for such as food, water and 
comfort; but everything it and the looters demanded, 
widescreen TVs, candy bars, shoes and suvs. 

According to philosopher and former Czech 
president Vaclav Havel, the identity of this new 
civilization lies not just in global norms of dress, 
international advertising, multinational brands or 
the constant buzz of the same commercial music. 

It lies in something deeper. Technology has enabled 


our planet to be covered by a single civilization for 
the first time in history. It is now enmeshed in tiny 
capillaries that not only transmit information at 
lightning speed but also convey integrated norms 

of social, political and economic behavior. A single 
epidermis of civilization covers the immense variety 
of cultures, people and traditions that took millennia 
to evolve. Society is consuming itself. 

Yet the new veneer cannot replace the old, and 
cracks are already appearing in what passes for 
normal, everyday life. Lonely panic rooms and a war 
on terror have superseded the communal dugouts of 
the Second World War and family fall-out shelters 
of the Cuban Missile Crisis. Road rage, gasoline 
shortages, even fellow subway passengers and flocks 
of migrating birds have become a source of fear, 
paranoia and subconscious contingency plans. With 
climate change, peak oil and avian flu on the horizon, 
is it possible that we have passed the high-water 
mark of this civilization and are rapidly approaching 
the tipping point? There is a tangible awareness that 
this level of progress cannot continue forever. One 
can almost hear the collective intake of breath. 

In such a perilous position, it is difficult to explain 
how the apparent passing of an age could kindle any 
flicker of excitement. But incongruous and naive as it 
may be, there is a detectable trace of adrenaline. 

We should, of course, be careful of what we wish for. 
But in our darker daydreams, alongside the mental 
escape plans being mapped out for when the veneer 
wears through, there is also a curiosity to see what 
lies beneath. It seems rational to accept that society 
has pretty much scaled the peak of its current steel 
facade and many are left wondering "is this it?" 

We are miracles of evolution but the linear path 

of progress adopted for the past two millennia has 
failed to make us divine. 

The stakes could not be higher, but ultimately the 
choice may no longer be in our hands. When the 
lights go down for good, civilization must be strong 
enough to survive or else discarded as a fable we can 
no longer afford to maintain. Perhaps if the modern 
veneer can be removed and civilization looks beyond 
the surface, we could cut through to something 
deeper, and begin to address that hollow feeling that 
lies beneath. 











Maria Hampton 





Is rr Fascism YET? 


IN A PARKING LOT IN SUBURBAN PHILADELPHIA, 
a mother buckles her child into the car seat. She 

puts the groceries in the back of the station wagon, 
and as she pulls the door down I see, on a piece 

of paper taped on the window the question “Is it 
fascism yet?” My brother calls and in the middle of 
the phone conversation says into the silence *I know 
how people felt in Germany in the 19305.” It is not 
fascism yet. We are waiting, as winter comes, 

to see if the shadows lengthen and the light fails. 

The neoconservatives brought to power in the 
administration of the lesser George Bush have 
brought us to this place in history's shadow. They 
offer us a celebratory patriotism, full of flags and 
ribbons, where questions and dissent are silenced, 
to support our president, support the troops. 

They promise to deliver us from the decadence of 
artists and intellectuals. They argue for the return 
of moral standards to the public square and women 
to the kitchen. They offer a lighter, faster military, 
able to project power in lightning strikes, and move 
rapidly to the next target. They commit us to a war 
where the enemies are unnamed and ever-changing, 
and the prospects of peace distant and still receding. 
They console us for war-time deaths and the absent 
prospect of victory or peace with the claim that war 
increases *moral seriousness." They offer a stronger 
executive, a more imperial president. 

Traditional conservatives, especially libertarians, 
called on us to protect our liberties. Neoconservatives 
call on us to surrender them in the name of homeland 
security. Traditional conservatives distrusted 
democracy and praised stability. Neoconservatives 
make the expansion of democracy abroad the 
license to diminish democracy at home and argue 
that America should “make trouble in the world.” 
Traditional conservatives had a commitment 
to balanced budgets and small government. 
Neoconservatives seek to expand government, into 
airports, libraries and homes. Nothing expands a 
government like a war. 

We were told, after other charges failed, that 
we went to Iraq to reshape the Middle East as a 
democratic region, with the Israeli democracy at its 
heart. We have made it a chaos. We injected more 
weapons and more training into an already unsettled 





and volatile land. We have opened old wounds 

and old enmities. We have placed women at risk; 
disadvantaged and disenfranchised the secular. 

Iran, its eyes on Iraq, has pushed its nuclear weapons 
program forward. We have made conditions of 

life — food, water, shelter, medical care — worse for 
virtually all Iraqis. We have not brought democracy. 

America hasn't done much for Iraq, but we've done 
a lot to ourselves. Now we are a nation that engages 
in pre-emptive war, what we once called, pejoratively, 
wars of aggression. We refuse to observe treaties and 
conventions on the treatment of prisoners. We have 
off-shore prisons that — like off-shore banks - avoid 
regulation. We hold prisoners without charges. 

We have embarked on a campaign of imperial 
domination in the name of democracy. The troops 
we sent abroad have not come home. Soldiers subject 
to stop-loss orders serve tour after tour. We place the 
burdens of war disproportionately on the shoulders 
of the poor. We display many little ribbons saying 
“support the troops"? but families of enlisted men 
live in poverty and the wives and children of national 
guardsmen have been evicted from their homes. 

We not only accept, we encourage, war profiteering. 
War is conducted not only by our national army 
seeking national security, but by private corporations 
seeking profits. *Private security contractors" make 
many times what a soldier doing the same work 
makes. When we were more honest, we called these 
people mercenaries. 

Our soldiers have been ordered, to our shame, 
to engage in mass arrests. They, and the *civilian 
contractors" have employed *moderate physical 
pressure" and something more. They have leashed 
men like dogs, piled them in pyramids of flesh, 
beaten and tormented them in what even the slyest 
tongue must call torture. We deposed Saddam only 
to take his place. We have become the masters of 
Abu Ghraib. 

No, it is not fascism yet. But the days grow shorter, 
the nights longer, and the shadows of history darken 
our way. 





Anne Norton is a professor of political science at the 
University of Pennsylvania and author of Leo Strauss 
and the Politics of American Empire. 








It's an old story. Western soldiers descend upon a 
foreign land and terrorize its population by torturing 
and killing undesirables — and who ever else gets in 
the way. When Kenyans rose up against their colonial 
occupiers in the 1950s’ Mau Mau rebellion, the 
British responded viciously, subjecting captives to 
castration, blinding and fatal whipping. Later, British 
General George Erskine told his superiors back in 
London, “There was a great deal of indiscriminate 
shooting by army and police. I am quite certain 
prisoners were beaten to extract information. It is a 
short step from beating to torture and I’m now sure 

+ » + that torture was a feature of many police posts.” 
The victims also alleged that soldiers competed 
among themselves — keeping scoreboards of their kills 
— and offered financial prizes for shooting suspects. 

State terror comes in a variety of guises: torture, 
arbitrary mass detentions, the bombing of civilian 
populations, extrajudicial executions. Often, 
these dirty deeds are outsourced to a proxy army. 

In either case, the idea is that "anything goes" in. 
order to beat the enemy. That was certainly the 
attitude of the French military during the Algerian 
War of Independence from 1954 to 1962. The French 
bombed villages suspected of cooperating in any 

way with rebels and moved 2 million rural Algerians 
into camps under military supervision. They also 
systematically tortured and executed thousands of 
freedom fighters. Paul Aussaresses — director of the 
French secret service in Algiers at that time — later 
acknowledged that over 3,000 prisoners classified as 
"disappeared" had in fact been summarily executed. 
The notorious 1957 Battle of Algiers was particularly 
savage. Rebels who fell into the hands of French 
soldiers were regularly beaten and subjected to water 
tortures and electrodes on their genitals. Many died 
under interrogation. 

The American war against Vietnam's nationalist 
struggle was just as ugly. Bombing campaigns 
throughout Southeast Asia carpeted civilian areas 
with conventional bombs, 400,000 tons of napalm, 
and close to 12 million gallons of Agent Orange. 
Thousands of Vietcong soldiers died after lengthy 


torture sessions, and returning American soldiers 
gave detailed accounts of prisoner abuse, including: 
the beating of prisoners, throwing prisoners from 
helicopters, requiring pow’s to kneel beside piles 

of dead comrades sometimes for hours, attaching 
electric wires to body parts, interrogation with attack 
dogs, interrogation with snakes, water torture, and 
burning skin with heated pieces of metal. 

Then there was Abu Ghraib. If anyone needed an 
image of what state terrorism looks like, the now- 
iconic pictures of soldier abuses surely took care of 
that. And while President Bush tried to dismiss the 
crimes as the isolated acts of a few “bad apples,” 
other soldiers came forward to chronicle similar 
behavior at different bases. Abu Ghraib, it turns 
out, was merely exceptional in that there were 
photos. And really, who could be surprised? The 
Bush administration ensured the abuses would 
happen when the president’s legal counsel – and 
current attorney general — convinced him to dispense 
with the Geneva Convention; when Pentagon 
lawyers leaned back in their comfy chairs and mused 
that inflicting pain didn't amount to torture; and 
when American officials knowingly sent suspects 
to be tortured in countries like Syria and Egypt, 
in a practice euphemistically referred to as 
“extraordinary rendition.” 

There’s more, of course. The terror of soldiers 
barging into homes in the middle of the night to 
haul away Iraqis without any charges. The careless 
airstrikes that hit bustling markets. Estimates of 
civilian deaths due to the war range from 25,000 
to more than 100,000. 

It’s hard to imagine how all of this is supposed 
to make the US safer. Terrorizing a population is no 
way to win hearts and minds. As one soldier who 
witnessed the prisoner abuse put it to Human Rights 
Watch: “Half of [the prisoners] got released because 
they didn't do nothing. . . . But if he’s a good guy, 
you know, now he’s a bad guy because of the way 
we treated him.” It adds up to simple equation: state 
terror breeds non-state terror. 





Nicholas Klassen 


PUTIN Is TERRORIST NUMBER 1 


His resolute character makes Russian president Vladimir Putin a valued "ally" in the war 
against terror. But what about bis own bebavior? Who bas tbe guts to call Putin a terrorist? 


What is terrorism? Certainly, taking 1,000 children 
and parents hostage at a school in Beslan, ending in 
the death of hundreds, is terrorism. There is no doubt 
about this. But when Russian troops under Putin's 
command commit genocide in Chechnya, killing and 
wounding 10,000 children, is that not terrorism also? 

Let's be clear: Terror begets terror. And who is 
responsible for initiating the terror in Chechnya? 
Vladimir Putin. Putin is terrorist No. 1. 

The only way to stop terror now is for Putin to 
make the decision to stop the war in Chechnya and 
seek an agreement with the Chechens through their 
legitimate leadership. 

You have to place the Chechnya issue in context. 
One of the basic principles of a democratic, liberal 
country is the decentralization of power. In 1995, 
this principle was incorporated in the new Russian 
constitution, which enabled the election of governors 
who were to have control over their regions and 
mayors who would have control over their cities. 
The idea was that power would no longer be vertical, 
or centralized, but self-organizing. 

Putin, on the other hand, is trying to restore Russia 
to the same heavy-handed, centralized system of 
control that the old Soviet Union used. This is his 
big mistake. It is an approach that has made the 
situation in Chechnya much worse. And it's a relic 
of the past. Today's world is about flexibility, 
pluralism and decentralization. 

I am absolutely against independence for 
Chechnya, as I was when I was chief negotiator back 
in 1996-97. If we give independence to Chechnya, 
then the next day we have to give 
it to Tatarstan, then the day after 
to Ingushetia and so on. It would 
mean the collapse of Russia. 

The basis for agreement is this: 
a united economic and defense 
jurisdiction, possibly with a 
Russian supreme court, but 
Chechnya would have political 
and cultural autonomy. Former 





Chechen leader Aslan Maskhadov - who was killed 
by Russian forces in March 2005 — had already 
agreed to this in 1996-97. 

But there are highly influential elements in the 
Kremlin who don't want this deal. They still have 
the empire mentality. They say, *Russia is powerful. 
If the Chechens don't do what we want, we'll just 
kick them." This is the basic instinct. 

Time is running out. Every day the situation is 
getting worse. A new generation far more radical 
than Maskhadov is arriving, kids who have known 
nothing but war and grown up with guns in their 
hands since they were ro or 15 years old. 

At least men like Maskhadov are people with a 
Russian mentality and culture. We can understand 
each other. This next generation is very different. 
They are capable of anything and willing to fight to 
the end. Putin's policy has further radicalized this 
new generation. 

That is why it is so urgent now to act. The first 
step would be for Putin to stop the war without any 
conditions and withdraw the troops. The second step 
is to begin negotiations. 


Boris Berezovsky was deputy chief of tbe Russian 
Security Council in charge of the 1996-97 
negotiations with the then Chechen separatist 
president Aslan Maskhadov. He now lives in exile 
in London. This essay is adapted from comments 
he made in the Winter 2005 issue of New 
Perspectives Quarterly. 


BREAKTHROUGH IDEA: EXPOSE PUTIN'S CRIMES 


In light of Vladimir Putin's crimes in Chechnya, why does he remain a member 
in good standing at the world leaders' club? Why do his actions go unpunished? 
It's true that Putin is periodically chided for repeatedly assaulting Russia's 
fledgling democracy. But his ruthless suppression of legitimate Chechen self- 
determination efforts has attracted little public criticism from Western leaders. 
And you probably haven't read about it much in the press. It's time we end 

his free ride and put a spotlight on Putin's brutal suppression of Chechens* 
reasonable desire for more autonomy. 


SHARON Is TERRORIST NUMBER 2 


George W. Bush may claim that Ariel Sharon is a “man of peace,” but his track record suggests a 
different title. Over a 50-year military and political career, Sharon has been responsible for incalculable 
civilian trauma. Specific examples include the 1953 massacre in the West Bank village of Qibya and the 
1982 slaughter in Palestinian refugee camps in Lebanon, but he is also culpable of uprooting tens of 
thousands of Palestinians through settlement expansion carried out by his government. 


American foreign policy has habitually displayed 
double standards towards the Middle East: one 
standard towards Israel and one towards the Arabs. 
To give just one example, the US effected regime 
change in Baghdad in three weeks but has failed to 
dismantle a single Jewish settlement in the occupied 
territories in 38 years. 

The two main items on America's current agenda 
for the region are democracy for the Arabs and 
a settlement of the Israeli-Palestinian dispute. 
America, however, insists on democracy only for 
its Arab opponents, not for its friends. As for the 
peace process, it is essentially a mechanism by 
which Israel and America try to impose a solution 
on the Palestinians. American hypocrisy is nothing 
new. But with Condoleezza Rice it has gone 
beyond chutzpah. 

With Ariel Sharon, by contrast, what you see is 
what you get. He has always been in the destruction 
business, not the construction business. As minister 
of defense in 1982, Sharon preferred to destroy the 
settlement town of Yamit in Sinai rather than hand it 
to Egypt as a reward for signing a peace treaty with 
Israel. George Bush once described his friend Sharon 
as “a man of peace." In truth, Sharon is a brutal thug 
and land-grabber. 

Sharon is also the unilateralist 
par excellence. The road map 
issued by the quartet (US, UN, 
EU and Russia) in the aftermath 
of the Iraq war envisaged three 
stages leading to the establishment 


contribution to the road map; in fact it is almost the 
exact opposite. The road map calls for negotiations 
between the two sides, leading to a two-state 
solution. Sharon refuses to negotiate and acts to 
redraw unilaterally the borders of Greater Israel. He 
told right-wing supporters: *My plan is difficult for 
the Palestinians, a fatal blow. There's no Palestinian 
state in a unilateral move." The real purpose of the 
move is to derail the road map and kill the comatose 
peace process. For Sharon, withdrawal from Gaza is 
the prelude not to a permanent settlement but to the 
annexation of substantial sections of the West Bank. 
Sharon decided to cut his losses in Gaza when 
he realized that the cost of occupation is not 
sustainable. Gaza was home to 8,000 Israeli settlers 
and 1.3 million Palestinians. The settlers controlled 
25 percent of the territory, 40 percent of the arable 
land and most of the water. It was a hopeless 
colonial enterprise, accompanied by one of the 
most prolonged and brutal military occupations 
of modern times. 


Avi Shlaim is a professor at St. Anthony's College, 
Oxford, and author of The Iron Wall: Israel and 
the Arab World. A longer version of this article first 
appeared in The Guardian. 


BREAKTHROUGH IDEA: DIVESTMENT 


A growing number of world citizens are pushing for economic divestment 
from Israel to stem Palestinian suffering. The World Council of Churches has 
urged its members to give "serious consideration" to the idea, following the 
US Presbyterian Church's moves in that direction. More than 40 university 


of an independent Palestinian 
state alongside Israel by the 
end of 2005. Sharon wrecked the 
road map, notably by continuing 
to expand Jewish settlements on 
the West Bank and building an 
illegal wall that cuts deep into 
Palestinian territory. 

He presented his plan for 
disengagement from Gaza as a 


campuses across the US have active divestment campaigns, the first of which 
began at the University of California at Berkeley in 2000. Even some Israelis are 
promoting economic sanctions as a means of nonviolent protest. In January 
2005, the Israeli Committee Against House Demolitions became the first Israeli 
peace group to endorse such measures, telling its compatriots "You can't have 
it both ways. You can't complain about violence on the part of the Palestinians 
and yet reject effective non-violent measures against the Occupation that. 
support their right to self-determination, such as economic sanctions." Such 
tactics were essential to the success of the anti-Apartheid movement in South 
Africa. And they can be just as effective this time around. 


OF trun 


THE NEOCONS ARE ARMCHAIR TERRORISTS... 


Neoconservatives don’t actually inflict violence themselves. In the Vietnam War days, they 
relied on academic deferments to keep them out of the army. Now they don't even have 

to contemplate military service thanks to an all-volunteer force - i.e. poor people. In the 
build-up to the war in Iraq, Colin Powell was too timid for their tastes, but it never dawned 
on them that maybe the man who had actually worn fatigues might know a thing or two 
about war. No, it’s much easier to sit in the rarefied air of government offices, think tanks 
and universities and dream up plans for perpetual war - first Iraq, then Iran, then Syria, 
then Saudi Arabia, then . . . the possibilities are endless. They plot how to unleash America's 
military might on the world even though their soft hands have never held a gun. But just 
because they're removed from the civilian deaths that result, doesn't mean they're less guilty. 





The American policy designed by the ideologically driven group known as the 
Neoconservatives proclaimed that America had the right, indeed the obligation, 
to impose its way of life on the whole world. Iraq was an early step in what was 
to be a new “crusade,” which would be accomplished by warfare, essentially 
unending and everywhere. If remaking the world in America’s image is really the 
Neoconservatives’ aim and warfare is the means they intend to adopt, they are 
poor students of history. The results of American military interventions show 
a different pattern: Guatemala in 1954, 1966, and 1972; Lebanon, 1958; South 
Vietnam, 1960s; Republic of the Congo, 1967; Nicaragua, 1978 and 1982; 
Grenada, 1983; Panama, 1989; Iraq, 1991; Somalia, 1993; and Afghanistan, 
2001 to name a few of the 35 American interventions since the Second World 
War. What happened? No undemocratic countries turned into democracies. 
Establishment of democracy happens indigenously or it does not happen at all. 
It has never been imposed on governments or nations at the point of a bayonet. 
- William В. Polk, Understanding Iraq 


BREAKTHROUGH IDEA 


We need to hold neocons to account. First, they must accept that they were 
wrong about the war in Iraq. American soldiers are not welcome there, and 
have not made the world safer. Second, they must also be honest about their 
biases. While they acknowledge that ardent sympathies for Israel are central to 
their worldview, when anyone asks why that may be, or suggests some of them 
may have “dual loyalties,” the conversation is immediately cut off. And finally, 
they need to drop the bravado that accompanies their pronouncements about 
America's moral obligation to project its power - and kill a few people in the 
process. They have no right to speak of the necessity of war when they refuse 
to go to battle themselves. 











Возн Is TERRORIST NUMBER 3 


Like other statesmen, George W. Bush uses the cover of his office to 
give his belligerence legitimacy. But what do you call an unjustified 
and groundless war that bas killed tens of thousands of innocents? 


The post-9/1 1 repeal of civil liberties in the US came 
with a message from the government: if you haven't 
done anything wrong, you have nothing to fear. 
Funny, then, that Bush and his buddies don’t apply 
this logic to themselves. If, for example, Bush hasn’t 
broken any international laws, then he has no reason 
to fear the International Criminal Court (1cc) – 
the first permanent international tribunal for 
prosecuting war crimes. So why is he working so 
hard to undermine it? 

Bush isn’t alone, of course. Congress is so spooked 
by the icc that it passed a bill – dubbed The 
Hague Invasion Act - that authorizes “all means 
necessary” to secure the release of an American held 
by the court; picture US special forces helicopters 
swooping down on the Dutch city in a daring rescue 
mission. Such a scenario would undoubtedly make 
a great Jerry Bruckheimer flick, but Bush is also 
working on more subtle and sophisticated ways of 
shielding his citizens from the icc. After the Clinton 
administration poured considerable effort into 
helping craft and launch the court, Bush revoked 
American support in 2002. It marked the first time 
ever that a US president removed his country’s 
signature from an international agreement. 
But simply “unsigning” the treaty wasn’t enough. 
Bush has gone further, trying to strong-arm icc 
signatory countries into signing 
bilateral immunity agreements with 
the US that insure they won’t turn 
Americans over to the court. 
The sometimes reciprocal 
agreements do not include an 
obligation by the US to prosecute 
or investigate the individuals in 
question. Of the 139 countries that 
back the icc, тоо — primarily in 
the Third World and Eastern 
Europe — have buckled to US 
pressure and signed the immunity 
pacts. Those that balk at the 


agreements have been punished with reductions 
in the amount of US aid they receive. Initial cuts 
affected military and security aid, but now social 
and health-care programs are under the gun. 
Two dozen countries, mostly in the Caribbean 
and Latin America, have lost out on as much as 
$4 million in American assistance. 

Needless to say, all this politically bullying is 
generating further resentment in a world that 
is already amply wary of American power. And 
it epitomizes the hypocritical attitude the Bush 
administration takes towards international law and 
human rights. While the US gives full support to 
war crimes tribunals for Yugoslavia, Rwanda and 
Sierra Leone, it acts as if Americans are incapable 
of committing war crimes themselves. Treaties are 
great as long as the US is exempt. International 
jurisprudence does not apply to the US. Others 
should submit to the authority of human rights 
bodies, but not Americans. Opponents must adhere 
to the Geneva convention on the treatment of 
detainees, but the American government is free to 
treat detainees as it wishes. 

Such hypocrisy and arrogance does not go 
unnoticed. And it’s a fundamental component of 
the never-ending cycle of terror. 


Ben Landis 


BREAKTHROUGH IDEA: IMPEACH HIM 


Richard Nixon was impeached for spying on his opponents. Bill Clinton for lying 
about his tryst with an intern. And George Bush? Apparently lying to justify an 
illegal war that has killed thousands isn’t as outrageous as lying about a few 
quickies in the oval office. So he's in the clear. 

But that could change if more evidence comes to light. The Downing Street 
memo wasn't quite the smoking gun, but it came close. In it, a British foreign 
policy aide wrote that “intelligence and facts were being fixed" by the US 
administration to justify the invasion of Iraq. If a similar memo is found in the 
White House files, Bush could be in trouble. In the only poll on the matter to 
date, 42 percent of US voters felt that Bush should be impeached if it's found 
that he lied about his reasons for going to war with Iraq. 

Check out the latest at <www.votetoimpeach.org>. 


THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION 


STILL Has SOME VITALITY 
says Christopher Hitchens 


Christopher Hitchens is a rarity in 
the US: a public intellectual known 
as much for his ideas as his larger- 
than-life personality. These days he 
takes particular pleasure in being the 
posterboy for liberals who support 
the war in Iraq. The following are 
excerpts from a phone interview with Adbusters 
associate editor Deborah Campbell. 





AB: Do you think the US would have been interested 
in Saddam if Iraq had no oil? 


CH: If there was no oil at all in the Middle East I 
dare say the interest would be considerably less. 

But that point — which is made glibly by a number of 
people, in fact I think it was just made rather glibly 
by you - cuts both ways. I mean that’s the reason the 
US was pro-Saddam for such a long time. That's the 
reason the US supported Saddam against Iran and 
didn't exactly oppose his first move on Kuwait. 

And it's why they compromised with him even in 
times of peace. They were interested in the oil. So 
“blood for oil” occurred much more in times of 
toleration of Saddam than it did when it came time 
to remove him. 


лв: If you could give the left one piece of advice, 
what would it be? 


CH: To me, the left became a largely meaningless 
term quite a long time ago. The only thing it means 
to me today is that my socialist, communist and 
democratic friends in Iraq are fighting a war to the 
death against the scum of the Earth, and I'm on their 
side and that never gives me a moment's qualm. 
How anyone can watch that either as a spectator or 
neutral party - let alone hope to cut off their supply 
lines and leave them alone to do this, or do what so 
many on the left do which is consider the other side 
to be the authentic voice of Iraq — is beyond me and 
I wouldn't be able to express in a short time my 
hatred and my contempt for the people who take 
that line. But Pm through with them completely for 


what they've already done to and about Iraq. It's so 
hateful and ignorant and irresponsible, whether we 
win or we lose Гт never going to forgive the people 
who tried to sabotage it. 


AB: Do you think the US is an empire on the rise 
or in decline? 


CH: l've written a book about Anglo-American 
imperialism and it's an investigation of how 
American domination proceeds by replacing the 
British empire and how the cultural effects of that 
are felt in both countries. I think that the US is 
regnant in one way, in that without particularly 
having an ideology, it expresses the view that some 
form of democracy and some form of free markets 
are opportunities that should be available in some 
form or another to everybody. And that they are 
better than the alternatives. They are better than 
state-ification or autarky or Russian imperialism or 
Chinese communism. So it has a certain resonance 
and people who have no particular feelings or 
ideology will tell you in the back of their car in 
Pakistan that they have four children and what 
they'd really like before you get out of the cab is 
some advice on how they could move to the United 
States. So that's what some people consider to be the 
secret weapon, the soft power, and it's not negligible. 
And though China has an enormous collectivized 
force and is able to regiment its population and 

do tremendous work on division of labor and the 
suppression of labor costs and the rest of it, it's still 
a potentially unstable country. The Russian empire is 
a ramshackle horrible business and the alternative of 
Cuba has long since failed. The American revolution, 
in one form or another, does still have some vitality 
to it. So I think predictions that it is in decline may 
be false. It's unbelievable that they are able to run 
this fantastic military superiority on about two 
percent of their budget, which probably also helps 
pump a lot back into the economy and employ 

a lot of people and create a lot of technological 
innovation. It may not even be an expenditure; 

it may be a plus. 


THE AMERICAN EMPIRE IS A THREAT TO 
ORDINARY PEOPLE ALL OVER THE WORLD 


Empire is always riven with cracks; 
the issue is whether we choose or 
are allowed to see the cracks, and 
then to understand their significance. 
Even after Caesar crossed the 
Rubicon, the myth of Rome's 
invincibility endured: such was, 
and is, the propaganda of the diety of power. 
For its part, the American empire is as great a threat 
to ordinary people's lives all over the world as that 
of Germany in the 1930s, and denial of that truth 

in Western societies is the appeasement of our times. 
And George W. Bush's predecessors laid the ground 
for him and his gang. His regime is distinctive only 
in that Bush and his militarists leave us no excuse 
not to see their true intentions. Clinton, on the other 
hand, seduced American liberals even though his 
presidency was more violent than Bush's and he tore 
away the last of the comprehensive New Deal safety 
nets. Unlike Clinton, Bush can be seen for what h 
and what his regime is. And seeing is our first duty 

we are to resist, which we must. For, as the venerable 
truism says, information is power. Had the American 
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says John Pilger 


public seen the truth about Bush’s invasion of Iraq 
— instead of being fed his lies — the invasion almost 
certainly would not have happened and all those 
lives would have been spared. This is not to 
understate the ruthlessness of rapacious power — 
we must always be aware that the likes of Bush and 
Rumsfeld and their comic book generals will pursue 
their ambitions no matter the consequences — 

but it is important to understand that these days 
public opinion is itself a great power, much of it 
augmented by technology and by the resurgent 
phenomenon of human renewal and resistance. 

I have just returned from Latin America, where, 
against the odds, there is an inspirational rising 

of public consciousness and of grassroots politics. 
The American Empire will eventually go the way 

of all empires, piece by piece, idea by idea; the 
important thing for us is not to go down with it. 


John Pilger is a London-based documentary 
filmmaker and veteran journalist whose writings 
bave appeared in The Guardian, New Statesman 
and The New York Times. 
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Don't let the rise of indy 
media and news blogging 
fool you - we are living in 
an age in which information 
is steadily vanishing. It is an 
age that is witnessing the 
ever-expanding power of 
utterly opaque supranational 
organizations like the WTO 
and the G8. It is an age that 
is witnessing (or failing to 
witness) the silent erosion 
of public information at the 
hands of governments allergic 
to scrutiny and criticism. It is 
an age in which transparency 
and accountability are giving 
way to backroom secrecy, 
bolstered by a litany of bogus 
security concerns. 








Secrecy is incapable of 
doing any real favors for 
democracy. To the contrary, 
what democracy needs now 
more than ever is radical 
openness. So let's save the 
secrets for genuine, carefully 
defined matters of public 
security. Let's pass laws that 
censure and punish legislators 
and civil servants who are 
caught lurking behind closed 
doors. Let's make information 
not just available, but readily 
accessible. Then let's watch 

in gleeful amazement as we 
discover just how much of 

a radical catalyst the idea 

of transparency can be. 





WHEN You ENGAGE IN STATE-RUN TERRORISM, 
You CAN EXPECT A TERRORIST RESPONSE 


Stan Goff served in the US military 
for over two decades. He was 

a soldier in Vietnam, a special 

forces sniper, and an instructor at 
West Point. He left the military 

in disgust after the US invasion 

of Haiti in 1994. Today Goff is 

a North Carolina-based author and activist. His 
forthcoming book, Sex and War, explores gender and 
the military. The following comments are collected 
from an interview with Adbusters, a November 2004 
interview in The Sun magazine, and Goff's most 
recent book Full Spectrum Disorder. 





ON TERRORISM: 
Terrorism - or more properly asymmetric warfare 
— is a weapon of the weak against the strong. 
When you consider that the United States military 

is the largest, most expensive and lethal military 
apparatus in history, it's inconceivable that anyone 
who has a grievance or believes that they have to 
defend themselves from the US can actually confront 
that conventional military in a conventional way. So 
they're forced to use asymmetric tactics. But the more 
we strengthen our conventional military capacity, 

the more we increase the probability that these tactics 
that we refer to as terrorism will be used against the 
US as a political entity. And those of us who live in 
the US get included in that because we live in that 
territory. So when the financial, political and military 
centers were attacked on September 11, there was 

a lot of collateral damage. But those were military 
targets; they were selected for both their material and 
symbolic value. If the attackers had wanted to inflict 
the maximum damage possible, they could have 
flown those planes into nuclear power plants. 

And if terrorism is defined as the willingness to go 
out and strike civilian targets, well, the American 
government is guilty. Bush is a terrorist. When you 
engage in massive state-run terrorism, you can expect 
a terrorist response. 





ON FASCISM: 

The US isn't quite fascist yet, but we are clearly 
incrementally moving towards social control. The 
court recently upheld the Jose Padilla case so we now 
live in a country where the government can hold one 


says Stan Goff 


of it's own citizens in detention indefinitely without 
access to a lawyer and not lay any charges on him. 
They set the legal precedent by going after a young 
Puerto Rican ex-gangbanger who took on a Muslim 
surname. Now, they can come after you or me. 

In addition to that, politics today is largely 
driven by an anti-intellectual, think-with-the-blood 
masculinity combined with extreme and often 
racialized nationalism. The popular base of this 
phenomenon is an anxious middle-class wary of 
all the indicators pointing to the potential for an 
abrupt economic downturn. In this situation, it's easy 
for people to instantly resort to ethnic, racial and 
*us and them" analyses. We have to contest these 
categories and ideas, but it's difficult because we're 
confronted with a corporately controlled propaganda 
apparatus that would have made Goebbels blush. 





ON US POWER: 

I would welcome the end of US global power, 
because it has been an essentially destructive 

and exploitative force in much of the world. The 
American public needs to be confronted with the 
truth: that we are a dirty, dangerous, destructive 
society, and that we export that dirt, danger, and 
destruction to poor people around the world so that 
some of us can live in a suburban Stepford fantasy. 











ON RESISTANCE: 

In October 2003, American troops retaliated against 
Iraqi farmers who were perceived to be withholding 
information about guerillas. Retaliation took the 
form of using bulldozers to plow up centuries-old 
groves of date palms and fruit trees. One woman 
threw herself in front of the bulldozer only to 

be dragged off crying. With these acts, the Bush 
administration finally achieved the Palestinianization 
of the region, and in some sense of the planet. We are 
all Palestinian now. When in Palestine, we do what 
Palestinians do. We learn the lessons of the rocks. 


ON REVOLUTION: 

Revolution is not a choice between capitalism 

and socialism. It is a choice between the violent 
overthrow of the existing order or our extermination 
by that order. Is that clear enough? Do we need a 
little sugar with that? 


We Must STOP SENDING OUR SOLDIERS TO 
OTHER PEOPLE’S COUNTRIES says Robert Fisk 


Robert Fisk is Middle East 
correspondent for The Independent 
of London. He spoke with Adbusters 
associate editor Deborah Campbell 
from Beirut, where be bas lived 

for the past 30 years. 





AB: Why has the US invaded Iraq? Is it for oil? 


ке: Well, if the national product of Iraq was 
asparagus, I don't think we'd be there, would we? 
So oil is part of it. But it’s also about power. Last 
year I was on Highway 8 investigating the murder 
of a Red Cross worker. As I was talking to an Iraqi 
family, the road started to vibrate and we could 
see this huge infantry division coming towards us. 
Apache helicopters hovered overhead a convoy of 
M1A1 Abrams tanks, armored vehicles, lorry after 
lorry with concrete and thousands and thousands of 
troops, all wearing shades, rifles pointing out the 
side like porcupines. I sat down on the side of the 
road in the muck with this family and tried to 
understand what it meant. Four and a half, five 
hours later, the convoy was still passing by. 

It dawned on me that 2,000 years ago, a little 
to the west, I would have been sitting on the road 
watching a Roman legion pass, feeling the vibrations 
of the centurions' feet. And I realized that if you 
are the only superpower, like America, you need to 
project power. They're essentially saying, “We will 
march over the lands of Sumeria and Mesopotamia, 
and we will go there because we can.” 


AB: How are journalists covering the conflict in Iraq? 


RF: They’re not. The greatest advantage for the 
US administration at the moment is that American 
journalists are not on the streets. They can’t travel 
without American firepower. They can’t move 
from their hotel bedrooms. The Associated Press, 
for example, lives on a floor of the Palestine Hotel 
behind two armored doors. They are using mobile 
phones and talking to the Green Zone. Or they 
send out Iraqi and other Arab stringers. That's the 
colonial way of journalism, isn’t it? 

All of that might be fine if the reporters were up 


front with their audiences about it. But they’re 
not. They broadcast or report from Baghdad as 

if they have a tour de raison, as if a bomb goes off 
and they travel there. I’m one of the few reporters 
who actually goes to the sites of bomb blasts. 


AB: How does the American occupation of Iraq 
compare to the British occupation? 


RF: It is essentially the same. The British faced an 
insurgency in 1920 in Iraq. The first thing they did 
was destroy Fallujah with shellfire after a British 
officer was killed at Abu Ghraib. Familiar names? 
Lloyd George told Parliament that if the British 
forces left Iraq there would be a civil war. We've 
always been threatening the Middle East with civil 
war if we leave. It’s rubbish. There has never been 
a civil war in Iraq and the Shia and the Sunnis have 
never talked about one. I was at a funeral and asked 
the deceased man’s Sunni brother if there will be a 
civil war; he responded, “Why do you Westerners 
want us to have a civil war? I’m married to a Shia 
woman - do you want me to kill my wife?!” 


AB: Where are we heading? 


RF: [ don't know where we're going and I don’t 
know if anybody knows. But we must stop sending 
our soldiers to other people’s countries. Arabs would 
like some of this shiny democracy which we offer; 
they would like some of this beautiful freedom, 
this liberty, which is why allegedly we're in Iraq. 
They would also like freedom from us, from our 
culture, our demands, our wishes. But we don’t give 
them that. Instead, we give them more and more 
of us. 

You might see people queuing up for green 
cards and passports at US embassies. There is an 
enormous need, which is humiliating to people, 
to resurrect themselves economically, and if your 
own government and country are in desperate 
straits, obviously the US is a place you can resurrect 
yourself. Unless you become an American or a 
Westerner, you can’t participate fully, equally and 
with justice in the world. You can’t enjoy the fruits 
of the world which you deserve. 


AUSTRALIA IS GROWING SILLIER AND DARKER 


Since gaining control of the Senate this past July, 
Australian Prime Minister John Howard has been 
quick to push through, none too tidily, a big, scary 
swag of neo-fascist laws in this country. 

The right to remain silent, to phone your lawyer, 
to phone a loved one, to be questioned only if 
a lawyer is present, and only for a day, is gone. 
Now you can be held for two weeks and *vigorously 
interrogated." If after that you tell anyone what 
happened to you (if they enquire, say, where you 
got that black eye and those broken fingers) you 
can go to jail for five years. If your wife reports 
your absence (in fearful frenzy, say, to the police), 
she can go to jail for five years and so can your 
teenage daughter. Muslim preachers can be jailed for 
“advocating violence" and so, if the letter of the law 
is followed, can Christian preachers who promise 
hellfire to sodomites or Catholics. You can be body- 
searched at random when entering any theater or 
sports ground. Your phone can be bugged, your 
house searched, your name blackened, your job lost, 
your children impoverished if you write or speak at 
any time from the Muslim perspective of, say, the 
American empire in any public place including a bar. 
Both Government and Opposition think this is a 
good idea and so is spending billions on their 
"war on terrorism." 

New laws, meanwhile, are about to be passed 
preventing people who are unjustly sacked — for, 
say, not supplying the requested blow jobs to the 
boss – from complaining about it. Previous laws that 
let you prosecute a boss who unfairly sacked you 
— or sacked you for complaining about an unsafe 
workplace, or seeking to organize a strike — will be, 
after Christmas, abolished. Some $100 million of 
taxpayers’ money has been spent on ads that praise 
this legislation, legislation opposed by 80 percent of 
the people. The biggest telephone company, Telstra, 
is being sold off, though 90 percent of the people 
want it kept in government hands, because the 
Liberal-National coalition now controls the Senate 
outright, and can do what it likes. 

This means they can keep troops in Iraq, send 
more to Afghanistan, refuse to sign Kyoto and 
behave with grovelling cravenness to every other 


says Bob Ellis 


country on the map. To Japan, which lawlessly hunts 
whales in South Pacific waters, and whose engineers 
our troops protect in Iraq. To Indonesia, which jailed 
for cannabis possession Shapelle Corby, a beautiful 
young Australian woman, for 15 years. To Turkey, 
which bulldozed Australia’s most sacred site — the 
heights above Gallipoli beach where our bloodiest 
battle was fought and lost — for a carpark. To the 
United States, which continues to hold and torture 
in Guantanamo Bay David Hicks, a young Australian 
innocent under the Geneva Convention of any crime. 

The only people the Howard government does 
not behave cravenly towards are the sobbing 
refugees it hauls off leaky boats and locks up in 
Baxter Detention Centre or Nauru, One of these 
families, the Bakhtiyaris, when found to be innocent 
of fabricating their nationality after five years of 
imprisonment, torment, educational deprivation 
and eventual deportation, have been told they must 
pay $1 million if they want to come back “for 
the expense of their accommodation” while they 
were here. 

In addition to all this, both major parties — 
the Liberals and Labor — have suffered big leadership 
scandals. The New South Wales state Liberal leader, 
John Brogden, attempted suicide after confessing 
he had fondled and propositioned some women 
at a party and referred to Premier Bob Carr's 
Malaysian wife Helena as “a mail-order bride.” 
Liberal prospects were looking dodgy for a few days, 
until the stormy former Labor leader Mark Latham 
published diaries defaming everyone he knew, 
including his first wife, whom he called a lesbian, and 
complaining that his predecessor and successor Kim 
Beazley kept a “filth file” on him, though his whole 
book could be seen as a filth file on everyone. It was 
an unusual act of self-immolation by a Labor figure 
whose party had fed and sheltered and schooled him 
since his teenage years. 

Australia will never be the same after Howard 
and Latham, and every day it gets sillier, darker 
and worse. 


Bob Ellis is a screenwriter, film director, speechwriter, 
and one of Australia’s leading journalists. 





THE TERM “RELIGIOUS DEMOCRACY” RAISES FLAGS 
for a lot of us. And Iran's past track record when it 
comes to respecting individual rights leaves a lot to 
be desired. But before we dismiss the concept out 
of hand, we should recognize that democracy can 
be served in a variety of forms. 

There's a conceit in Western culture that we 
have all the answers. That our way of doing things 
politically, economically, socially and culturally 
represents the loftiest heights that a human so 
can achieve. Francis Fukuyama famously tried 
to make the point in his 1989 essay “The End of 
History?,” suggesting that we had achieved “the end 
point of mankind's ideological evolution and the 
universalization of Western liberal democracy as 
the final form of human government.” 

It's an understatement to suggest that this is an 
overstatement. Certainly we want everyone to enjoy 
the good stuff associated with liberal democracy: 
respect for human rights, an active and critical 
press, representative government, etc. But setting 
aside for a moment the question of how accurate 
our pristine, democratic self-image really is, such a 
narrow-minded dismissal of any other potential form 
of organizing ourselves ignores the complexity of the 
human condition. As eminent Iranian philosopher 
Abdolkarim Soroush writes in Reason, Freedom 
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Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad 


and Democracy in Islam, “Truths everywhere are 
compatible; no truth clashes with any other truth. 

2. One truth in one corner of the world has to 

be harmonious and compatible with all truths 
everywhere, or else it is not truth.” He is convinced 
that human beings can remain spiritual and religious 
while enjoying the benefits of rational administration 
of their affairs. 

But a religious democracy is just one patch in 
the tapestry of governance. And even within the 
Western democratic model, there’s plenty of room 
for variance. A wave of leftist Latin American 
governments is coming up with refreshing new 
models that are more reflective of their specific, 
indigenous realities. Of course, this diversity extends 
beyond politics. Economically, countries like China 
and India have shown that developing nations can 
grow even if they reject the monoculture of a rigid, 
neo-liberal development model so revered by global 
money managers. 

The point, simply, is that there’s no “one-size-fits- 
all” answer to managing our affairs. And while that 
may seem painfully obvious, it too often gets lost 
amid Western assumptions about how our neighbors 
should or shouldn’t carry themselves. 

Nicholas Klassen 
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The hardest thing Americans are going to have to 
do in this generation is to get used to the idea that 
the United States is just another country. Still a 

very big and powerful country, to be sure, but not 
the “indispensable nation,” not a beacon of liberty 
shining into the darkness, and not the only great 
power that really matters. Most other countries are 
now democratic too, and they do not look to the 
United States for example. No other country yet 
rivals the United States in military power, but that is 
not as important as Americans think because their 
enormous military machine can only be used, in 
practice, against very weak countries: war with a 
serious opponent would lead to a level of American 
casualties that the US public would not tolerate for 
long. And the world does not need America in the 
same sense that it did when totalitarian Communist 
powers controlled the heart of Eurasia. But neither 
does it need America to go into a gigantic sulk about 
its lost status. 

It is hard for any country to come to terms with a 
loss of power. Spain, the superpower of the sixteenth 
and early seventeenth centuries, took more than three 
centuries to get over the shock of losing its leading 
place in Europe. France, the dominant European 
power for the latter half of the seventeenth century 
and all of the eighteenth, had pretty much overcome 
its bitterness by the latter part of the twentieth 
century — say, a century and a half to recover. 
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Britain, the superpower of the nineteenth century, 
has made a quicker recovery, but its consistent 
attempts to "punch above its weight" in international 
affairs by hitching a ride on America's coattails 
suggest that it has not fully come to terms with its 
real status yet. How long will America take? Nobody 
knows, but the course of the next so years will be 
determined in large part by how well or how badly 
Americans cope with the change. 

The particular problem for Americans who 
have to make this adjustment is that they are quite 
unaccustomed to thinking of the United States as 
simply a large, English-speaking democracy with 
considerable ethnic diversity that occupies the middle 
band of the North American continent. American 
nationality has always been defined in ideological 
terms, and pretty sweeping ones at that: the cradle 
of democracy, to begin with, but latterly also the 
head office of the perfect economic system: free- 
market capitalism. Letting go of these illusions is 
bound to be painful, and there are powerful interests 
in Washington and elsewhere that will fight hard to 
keep them alive. They may not win, but if they do, 
Iraq will be just the first stage of a very rough ride. 








Gwynne Dyer is a Newfoundland-born, London- 
based syndicated journalist and military analyst. 
This is excerpted from Future: Tense. 
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Our strategy should be not only to confront empire 
but to lay siege to it. To deprive it of oxygen: To shame 
it. To mock it. With our art, our music, our literature, 
our stubbornness, our joy, our brilliance, our sheer’ 
relentlessness — and our ability to tell our own stories. 

- Arundhati Roy. 


ACTIVISM 











“Don't speak to me of revolution until you are ready to cat rats to survive." 
Quotes like this one from the Last Poets make me wonder how effective the use 
of nonviolence really is. In the US and elsewhere, the “progressive left” seem to 
be practicing *comfort zone politics." I, for one, seriously doubt that we can win 
a war against imperialism without the use of armed resistance. We can't have one 
without the other. Nonviolence has its place, but the use of self-defense against 
the state — in the form of violence — shouldn't be discounted. Our forests are being 
destroyed, our babies have high levels of lead and mercury in their system before 
they're even born, war has become a common part of life. When are we going to 
take action and truly stop this disease called civilization? I am one — and there are 
others — who is ready to eat rats to survive... 
NICHOLAS GUER 
Sebastopol, USA 





How come there are so many right-wing thrashers 
having a great rollicking time mocking the left, all the 
while setting forth their grandiose visions for the future 
of humanity? Where are our thrashers, our storytellers, 
our media heroes? What even happened to our ability to 
take down the easy targets, the unqualified screw-ups, 
the backroom villains — never mind the big-time play- 
ers with the bottomless pockets? It's time to admit that 
our whiny, reactive, complaint-based activism has not 
worked since the Soviet Union crumbled 15 long years 
ago. That the only way forward, the only way to con- 
struct a compelling alternative, is to abandon the old 
left-to jump over its dead body - and forge a new kind 
of activism, one that is forward-thinking, inspirational, 


and that rests on an breathtakingly new set of ideas. 
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You need to talk about the 
US military's plans to develop a 
Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator. 
Everyone should be discussing 
it and few people are. 2006 is 
also a congressional election 
year, so we should be talking a 
lot about getting the grassroots 
to take the power back from 
the neocons. Corporations to 
slam? Philip Morris is too easy; 
how about Monsanto or Gallo 
Wines for their horrible abuse 
of worker? Hero? ГИ throw 
Dennis Kucinich into the list. He's 
fighting for the working class, 
he's against corporate government 
and he continues to push for a 
Department of Peace, the most 
revolutionary department of the 
US government ever. 

SHAUN JEX 

USA 


Please help us by letting the world 
know about the current situation 
in Nepal and the fight to kick out 
a dictator who is supported and 
armed by countries like the USA 
and Britain. Help Nepal to not 
turn into another country where 
fascist neo-liberals brutally quash 
a genuine people's movement. 
ANONYMOUS 
Mankato, USA 


your articles are steadily 
becoming more desperate; angrier. 
every time i read them, it's like a 
prayer whose beat gets faster and 
faster, maniacally pleading with 
us, screaming at us. 

do something. 

do something. 

do something. 

it starts here. it starts with you. 
it starts with me. with we. us. 
here. there. now. now. now. 

i want to. i want to so much. 
they've instilled me with so much 


fear guilt and hopelessness. i feel 
like an animal that is not aware 
it's in a trap. i just feel pain, and 
start to chew on my own leg out 
of blind instinct. but now my 
tongue has fallen on the greasy 
metal teeth that had made a home 
in my skin uninvited. 
and i'm angry. very angry. 
they want it nice. they want it 
clean. they want to give, but they 
don't want it rubbed in their faces 
that the need exists because of 
their lifestyles. they want to seem 
eager to learn, but they are only 
eager to teach their way of life. 
JENDRIAN JONES 
Albany, USA 


I dig the concept of Buy Nothing 
Day, and I have another 
suggestion: Drive Nowhere Day 
My thinking about automobiles 
is holistic: how much energy is 
required to produce, to maintain, 
to use and to recycle, and then 
how much pollution is produced 
just to selfishly take a person from 
A to B. I could not do it. I struggle 
because I want everyone to live 
simply, less wastefully. But they've 
got to choose it for themselves. 
JOHN-LUKE HUTCHINSON 
Cape Town, South Africa 


How about in addition to 
Buy Nothing Day, you have a 
worldwide Kill No One Day? 
ANONYMOUS 
via email 


If TV-B-Gone was good, how 
much better would a Cell-B- 
Gone be? I know of a gent who 
has a box that sweeps cell phone 
frequencies pushing a disconnect 
signal. It would be perfect for 
getting that idiot in traffic. 
ANONYMOUS 
via email 


We Have то BE A MORTAL THREAT TO 
THE EXISTING WORLD ORDER says George Monbiot 


AT SOME POINT, ALL DEMOCRATIC MOVEMENTS 
encounter a fundamental conflict. They become 
torn between the need to remain inclusive enough 
not to alienate sections of their membership and the 
recognition that to be politically effective they must 
concentrate on a single set of policies and pursue 
them with ruthless determination. 

The movement which remains so beautifully 
diverse that we cannot even agree on its name 
appears destined soon to bump up against this 
intractable reality. This movement in which 
Marxists, anarchists, liberals, libertarians, Greens, 
conservatives, revolutionaries, reactionaries, animists, 
Buddhists, Hindus, Christians and Muslims have 
found a home - let's call it for the purposes of this 
article the “global justice movement" — has buried 
its differences to fight common enemies. Those 
differences will re-emerge when it seeks to coalesce 
around a common set of solutions. 

We have so far avoided this conflict by permitting 
ourselves to believe that we can pursue hundreds 
of global proposals without dispersing our power. 
Almost everyone, among them writers I greatly 
admire, appears to agree that we can confront the 
consolidated power of our opponents with a jumble 
of contradictory ideas. We can pursue, Susan George 
believes, *thousands of alternatives" or, as the. 
Zapatistas and author Paul Kingsnorth would 
have it, “one no, and many yeses.” But - and I am 
genuinely sorry to say this — we deceive ourselves if 
we believe that we can change the world this way. 

As the entire movement implicitly acknowledges, 
thinking globally and acting locally is not enough. 
If we propose solutions which can be effected only 
at the local or the national level we remove ourselves 
from any meaningful role in solving precisely 
those problems which most concern us. Issues 
such as climate change, international debt, nuclear 
proliferation, war, peace and the balance of trade 
between nations can be addressed only globally or 
internationally. Without global measures and global 
institutions it is impossible to see how we might 
distribute wealth from rich nations to poor ones, 
tax the mobile rich and their even-more-mobile 
money, control the shipment of toxic waste, sustain 
the ban on landmines, prevent the use of nuclear 
weapons, broker peace or prevent powerful states 
from forcing weaker ones to trade on their terms. 

Global governance will take place whether we 


participate or not. Indeed, it must take place if the 
issues which concern us are not to be resolved by 
the brute force of the powerful. That international 
institutions have been designed or captured by a 
dictatorship of vested interests is not an argument. 
against the existence of those institutions, but an 
argument for replacing them with our own. It is an 
argument for a global political system which holds 
power to account. 

By rebuilding global politics, we establish the 
political space in which our local alternatives can 
flourish. If, by contrast, we leave the governance 
of the necessary global institutions to others, then 
those institutions will pick off both our local and 
our national solutions one by one. There is little 
point in devising an alternative national economic 
policy - as Brazil's president, Lula, once advocated — 
if the International Monetary Fund and the financial 
speculators have not first been overthrown. There 
is little point in fighting to protect a coral reef from 
local pollution if nothing has been done to prevent 
climate change from destroying the conditions it 
requires for its survival. 

Few members of this movement would dispute 
these basic political realities. The conflict begins 
when we seek to decide what democratic global 
governance would look like. To claim that, at 
the global level, we can pursue “thousands of 
alternatives" and remain an effective political 
movement is both wishful thinking and a familiar 
political solipsism: placing the movement ahead of 
the issues it contests. We have many reasons to fear 
the search for common solutions and the furious 
disputes which are bound to accompany it. But we 
have one overwhelming reason to fear our failure 
to pursue them: unless we do so we will never present 
a mortal threat to the existing world order. 

I have sought to lay out some of the characteristics 
of what I believe would be a just and democratic 
world order. I have not tried to be original. Where 
effective solutions have already been devised I have 
adopted them - though in most cases I have revised 
and developed the argument. Where the existing 
proposals appear inadequate, I have had to contrive 
new approaches. 

I have tried to devise a coherent, self-reinforcing 
system, all of whose elements — political and 
economic — defend and enhance the others. I have 
not tried to suggest anything resembling a final or 


definitive world order. On the contrary I have sought 

to design a system which permits, indeed encourages, 

its own improvement — and which mobilizes the 
collective genius unleashed whenever freely thinking 
people discuss an issue without constraint. And these 
proposals are of course a means to an end. If they 
fail to deliver global justice they must be trampled 
like so many failed proposals before them. But I hope 
that if it does nothing else this manifesto will help to 
accelerate the necessary debates. 

Briefly, I suggest the following transformations: 

* A WORLD PARLIAMENT WITH TWO CHAMBERS. 

The first is directly elected by the world's people, 
possessing in its formative stages only moral 
authority. Its future evolution will depend on 

the will of its electors. The second consists of a 
democratized United Nations General Assembly 
whose members’ votes are weighted according to 
the size of their populations and their position on 
a global democracy index. 

"THE SCRAPPING OF THE UN SECURITY COUNCIL 
and the transfer of its powers to the democratized 
General Assembly. 

"THE CLOSURE OF THE IMF AND THE WORLD BANK and 
their replacement with an International Clearing 
Union of the kind first proposed by John Maynard 
Keynes, which automatically discharges trade 
deficits and prevents the accumulation of debt. 

* A GLOBAL TRADE REGIME WHICH PERMITS POOR 
NATIONS BUT NOT RICH ONES TO PROTECT THEIR 
INFANT INDUSTRIES, and subjects companies trading 
between nations to mandatory fair-trade laws. 

Such proposals are pointless unless we have a 

means of implementing them against the resistance 

of the world's most powerful governments and 

corporations. So I have also proposed some cruel 
and unusual methods of destroying their resistance. 

Foremost among these is the poor world's 

recognition of the power of the weapon it has been 

handed by the rich world: its debt. Poor nations, 
though their governments have yet to recognize the 
implications, effectively own the rich world's banks. 

I have proposed that the “conditionalities” applied 

to the poor nations by the rich world's financial 

institutions be reversed: the indebted nations begin 
to impose conditions on the rich world which must 
be met if they are not to launch a collective default. 

These conditions would include the democratization 

of the structures of global governance which 

currently shut them out. Of course this won't happen 
until the citizens of those nations demand that their 


governments pursue such a strategy. 

Implicit in all these demands is the recognition 
which is slowly seeping through our movement that 
globalization itself is not so much of a problem as 
an opportunity. There even appears to be a case for 
reclaiming the term itself. Like many others I have in 
the past lazily used “globalization” as shorthand for 
the problems we contest, and “internationalism” as 
shorthand for the way in which we need to contest 
them. While globalization has come to mean capital’s 
escape from national controls, internationalism 
has come to mean unified action by citizens whose 
interests transcend national borders. 

But internationalism surely means interaction 
between nations. Globalization means interaction 
beyond nations, unmediated by the state. For 
example, the powers of the United Nations General 
Assembly are delegated by nation-states, so the 
only citizens’ concerns it considers are those the 
nation-states — however repressive, unaccountable 
or unrepresentative they may be - are prepared to 
discuss. The nation-state acts as a barrier between 
us and the body charged with resolving many of 
our concerns. The UN’s problem is that global 
politics have been captured by nation-states; that 
globalization, in other words, has given way 
to internationalism. 

The problem is not globalization, but the release 
from globalization which economic agents and 
nation-states have been able to negotiate. They have 
been able to operate so freely because the people of 
the world have no global means of restraining them. 
Our task is surely not to overthrow globalization, 
but to capture and use it as a vehicle for humanity's 
first global democratic revolution. 

Ultimately, I don’t greatly care whether the 
movement as a whole adopts an agenda resembling 
the one I have proposed, or something quite 
different. What is important is that we adopt an 
agenda: not thousands of agendas, just one. As soon 
as we attempt to do so we will discover just how 
fragile our unity is. We may even start to fight each 
other with the determination we have previously 
reserved for our common enemies. But this is the fire 
through which we must walk if we are to transform 
our movement from an oppositional restraint upon 
the rulers of the world into an irresistible force 
for change. 


George Monbiot writes for The Guardian. This essay 
is adapted from his book The Age of Consent. 





I was driving across New Mex 


— and in the middle of nowhere on our way from Santa Fe 


о — on biodiesel of course! 


we saw this amazing stenciled graffiti on the guardrails. 


Construction has recently started 
оп a motorway which cuts 
through my community. We had 
a long battle to stop this. There 
were banners and chants, court 
cases and fundraisers, and now 
there are uprooted buildings and 
council meetings to say “progress 
is good.” 








TALI WILLIAMS 
Wellington, New Zealand 


A radical new aesthetic vision by Adbusters 
founder Kalle Lasn, Design Anarchy takes an 
unflinching look at contemporary art and design, 
implicating its seemingly innocuous practices 
in'crimes against our culture and our planet. By 
turns intimate, abstract, accusatory and hopeful, 


RENEE SLADE 
Yachats, USA 


Here in Mexico, the Zapatistas 
have been defending the rights 
of native Indians in Chiapas 
for over a decade. Its members 
cover their faces with black ski 
masks to show that they have 
no face, no land, no rights and 
no voice. They have garnered 
international support thanks in 
large part to their charismatic 
leader Subcomandante Marcos. 








Despite the optimism that came 
with a new president in 2000, 
their struggle continues. The 
government still sides with the 
land owners, ignoring the Indians’ 
rights to their land — and to the 
rich natural resources they sit on, 
The Mexican army uses twenty- 
first-century weaponry — meant 
to stop narco-terrorism — to cut 
down the poorest of the poor. 
There have been over 60,000 
soldiers fighting the Indians in 
the state of Chiapas since 1994. 
Last June, all the Zapatista 
communities went on high alert 
when the government threatened 
to attack them under the pretense 
that they had found some 
marijuana fields — for which the 
army sent another 28,000 soldiers 
to the region. In light of all this, 
I think its the duty of all 
Americans — North and South 
— to know how the system is still 
trying to take everything from the 
natives of this land, just as it has 
for the last 500 years. 
MARC 








EL MANUEL 
Mexico 





DESIGN ANARCHY 
400 Pages, 11.5” X 12” 
Includes: DVD, 30 Objects 


this book is an urgent call for artists, designers, 
architects and communicators to re-engage with 
the world, to explore their role in the pollution 
and future redemption of our mental and physical 
commons. In the battle for a new kind of meaning, 
Design Anarchy is 400 pages without precedent. 
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How TO BREAK THE 


ISRAEL/PALESTINE STALEMATE 


The claim that we in Palestine/Israel find ourselves 
in a historical moment, at a “fateful crossroads," 
sounds like a worn cliché. How many historical 
moments have we entered and passed through, 
seemingly without fateful consequences, in the past 
decades? Still, the passing of Arafat does represent a 
new opportunity. But at the very moment when the 
iron is hot, when naked Israeli brutality highlights 
just how intolerable and untenable the situation is, 
when the prospect of a new proactive Palestinian 
leadership raises new hopes, we, advocates of a just 
and viable peace, find ourselves paralyzed. We lack 
an agreed-upon and achievable endgame, not to 
mention the strategy, organization, and resources to 
realize it. What we need is a strategy to mobilize the 
vast range of civil society groups — Palestinian, Israeli 
and international — to forge an effective lobbying 
and advocacy force that can lend the Palestinian 
leadership public support and a measure of parity 
with Israel. 


A FUNDAMENTAL REFRAMING 

Up to this point, Israel has succeeded in seizing 
the framing of the conflict, one based on "security" 
and the need for self-defense, with itself as the 
victim and Palestinians as terrorists. Reframing is not 
intended to *answer" the Israeli framing. Instead, its 
purpose is to fundamentally alter the logic and flow 
of the discussion based on a number of key 
re-conceptualizations: 

Israel as the strong party in the conflict. Israel is 
able to avoid accountability by presenting itself as 
the victim. Since victims have no responsibility and 
enjoy the sympathy extended to the underdog, this 
permits it to act with impunity despite the fact that 
its economy is three times larger than the combined 
economies of Egypt, Palestine, Jordan, Syria, and 
Lebanon; that it is the world's fourth largest nuclear 
power and the fifth largest arms producer; that it 
possesses nuclear, chemical, and biological weapons 
and has never signed the nonproliferation treaty 
or agreed to international inspection; that it is by 
treaty a "strategic ally" of the United States — 
not to mention the fact that it is the occupying 


power. Recasting Israel not only as the strong party 
in the local conflict with the Palestinians but as the 
regional superpower it clearly is would enable us to 
demand accountability. 

The root problem is occupation, not Palestinian 
terrorism. Framing its policies as merely defensive 
responses to Palestinian terrorism while removing 
even the term “occupation” from the discourse 
represents one of Israel's great PR successes. 

A reframing places the occupation at the very 
center of the discussion. 

The occupation as a proactive policy. Israel's 
framing of its occupation policies in terms of security 
and self-defense masks the meticulous long-term 
planning that went into creating Israel's matrix of 
control. We must highlight the occupation's function 
as a proactive claim to the entire country, and expose 
the internal contradictions between Israel's security 
framing and its proactive policies. The struggle 
should be recast proactively as the Palestinian 
people's seeking freedom from oppression. 

The conflict is a political one, not a clash of 
civilizations. Israel's framing depoliticizes the conflict 
by shifting the blame for its continuation to the 
Palestinians, the wider Arab world, and (implicitly) 
Islam. This framing, like the post-9/11 discourse to 
which it is tied, presents the conflict as a clash of 
civilizations, thereby eliminating the possibility of a 
political solution. 

It is the Palestinians who have made the “generous 
offer.” The Palestinians’ repeated recognition of 
Israel within the 1949/1967 boundaries entails 
relinquishing their claim to 78 percent of historic 
Palestine. Emphasizing this fact is crucial to offsetting 
the political mileage Israel has gotten from Ehud 
Barak’s (mythical) “generous offer.” 

An emblematic conflict with global impact. 
Presenting the Israeli-Palestinian conflict as 
emblematic brings the international public into the 
equation. Its significance as an arena in the struggle 
between American empire and the incipient forces 
promoting human rights and international law 
should be highlighted. For American audiences in 
particular, this question should be supplemented by 








considerations of the conflict's negative impact on 
the global standing of the US and the relationship 
between American involvement in sustaining the 
occupation impact and the *war on terror." 

It has to be said that advocates for a just peace in 
Palestine/Israel have a much harder “sell” than did 
the anti-Apartheid movement. Not only do they have 
to contend with images of the Arabs (and especially 
the Palestinians) as terrorists, greatly compounded 
by 9/11, but they face a moral framing that makes 
compelling sense: Jews as victims fighting once again 
for their existence in a little state arising from the 
ashes of the Holocaust. Zionism enjoys a legitimacy 
that Apartheid completely lacked. Thus, while 
opponents of the apartheid regime were seen as 
supporting the forces of liberation and the struggle 
against racism, critics of Israeli policies are accused 
of anti-Semitism. 


ORGANIZATION 

Finally, a proactive strategy of advocacy requires 
much better organization and funding. This means, 
ata minimum, better coordination, the establishment 
of forums for ongoing strategizing, and the 
development of focused and strategic campaigns. 
An assortment of coordinated international 
campaigns rivaling Israel's sophisticated PR efforts 
would rejuvenate the network of NGos, faith-based 
groups, journalists, academics, and government 
officials that stand by the Palestinian cause. 

We might hope that the Palestinian Authority 
(PA) would play as directed a role as the Israeli 
government, with its expansive network of lobbies, 
diplomats, religious and other groups, NGOs, the 
media — indeed, entire governments. That being 
unlikely, we could at least demand that the PA 
appoint an international civil society coordinator. 
This would ensure that campaigns and actions would 
conform to the PA agenda, while giving latitude to 
activist groups. 

Important steps have already been made to 
better coordinate the working relations among the 
hundreds of civil society groups directly or indirectly 
involved in the Palestinian issue. 

Next, we must create effective forums for 
collective strategizing. 

The weakness of the PA in providing leadership 
for civil society requires first and foremost a 
forum for intra-Palestinian discussion involving 
Palestinians “inside,” the refugee communities, 





and the Palestinian Diaspora. Here the various voices 
would be heard and lines of strategic campaigning, 
if not a definitive endgame, could be thrashed out. 
Perhaps spokespeople and representatives better 
able to articulate the Palestinian case in the halls 

of power and to guide non-Palestinian activists and 
advocates would emerge from this pool. At some 
point the discussion should open up to include 
Israeli (and Diaspora Jewish) partners in the 
struggle for a just peace. With all due respect to 
hesitations to *normalize" relations with Israelis, 

a liberation movement unable to differentiate 
between genuine partners in the opposing camp and 
unreliable interlocutors severely limits its range of 
effective action. 

In this, the Palestinian Diaspora could play a major 
role. The refugees in the camps — poor, isolated, 
fragmentized, virtually invisible, and having the 
largest stake in the outcome — have been largely 
excluded from active participation in the national 
dialogue and in the various diplomatic initiatives. 
The far-flung Palestinian Diaspora, traditionally 
an educated and affluent community, well connected 
and far more plugged into the international 
scene than the PA, has the ability to press and 
even challenge the Palestinian leadership in a 
way the Palestinian NGOs "inside" cannot. So far, 
this community has been largely passive aside 
from occasional solidarity meetings and a few 
outspoken intellectuals. This is understandable 
given the reluctance of immigrants to speak out, 
especially Muslim Palestinians in the hostile post- 
9/11 atmosphere. This only heightens the role that 
international activists must play, unless a core group 
of Palestinian intellectuals and activists, if not the 
PA itself, takes a more proactive stance (recognizing 
the important Diaspora voices that do exist). 

Once a structure of advocacy is in place, a 
well-coordinated set of campaigns focused on the 
most relevant issues and target populations may 
be launched with the ultimate aim of becoming a 
global movement. Here, the occupation itself must 
be the focus of the resistance and advocacy efforts. 
Activist groups in Israel and abroad, lacking an 
overarching campaign and strategy, pursue a myriad 
of very important issues but often are not ones 
that will actually bring an end to the occupation. 
The campaign against the wall, resisting home 
demolitions, harvesting olives, boycotting Caterpillar, 
lobbying to suspend the EU-Israel Association 


Agreements, monitoring checkpoints, accompanying 
Palestinian children to school — these and similar 
activities highlight the sins of the occupation but 
collectively do not constitute an effective and 
coherent campaign to resolve the conflict. On the 
contrary, they often come dangerously close to what 
Paulo Freire refers to as “dumb activism.” 

What is called for are strategic “meta-campaigns” 
that highlight the occupation and the attendant 
human rights violations, Israeli accountability, and 
the international community's responsibility toward 
the Palestinians. Such meta-campaigns might include 
a campaign to apply the fourth Geneva Convention 
to the occupied territories; a campaign against 
apartheid; a campaign to freeze Israeli construction 
in the occupied territories; a campaign to stop Israel's 
use of US weapons against Palestinian civilians and 
— not least - a campaign of divestment/sanctions. 
None of these meta-campaigns need to replace 
important micro-campaigns and actions against. 
particular manifestations of the occupation such 
as house demolitions, settlement expansion, or the 
building of the wall. 





PROVIDING SUPPORT IN TIMES OF HOT AND 
COLD DIPLOMACY 

This paper suggests a strategy of civil society 
advocacy that assumes long interstices in the 
diplomatic process. Israel has long endeavored 
to delay a final settlement indefinitely - Sharon 
is on record as preferring a “long-term interim 
agreement." That said, Israel after Arafat also 
has an interest in nailing down the 
Palestinian Bantustan if a quisling 
Palestinian “leader” — a “moderate 
and pragmatic leader” in Israeli 
code - can be found who will 
sign off on it. It is possible, then, 
that a “hot” period of diplomatic 
activity may be on the horizon. 
Should diplomatic activity in fact 
heat up, civil society will have a 
vital role to play in advocating 
for a just peace and strengthening 
the bargaining position of the 
Palestinian leadership. If we 
have done our work well, the 
logic and parameters of the 
Palestinian negotiating position 
will be known and understood 
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by the international public. On the other hand, any 
serious pressure on Israel to agree to a just solution 
containing the essential elements outlined above will 
result in the long *cold spells" we have seen in the 
past (“formaldehyde” in the words of Dov Weisglass, 
the head of the Prime Minister's Office). In either 
case, hot or cold, grassroots activism — Palestinian, 
Israeli and international alike - will be needed in a 
political process that pits a powerful state against 
an occupied people possessing only a limited 
governmental authority with no sovereign territory. 

Energy and commitment are not enough, however. 
Effective activism requires leadership and direction, 
first from the PA, then from Palestinian civil society, 
and finally from the Israeli peace camp - none of 
which we have received. 

A proactive strategy of advocacy has the potential 
to become a global movement akin to the anti- 
Apartheid struggle. Under Palestinian guidance, 
but in coordination with the Israeli peace movement 
and international activists, such a movement 
must provide vision, direction, effective forums 
for strategizing, reframing and the formulation of 
focused and strategic campaigns. These are critical 
steps at this historical moment. As the old slogan 
has it: *When the people lead, the leaders follow." 






Jeff Halper is tbe coordinator of the Israeli 
Committee Against House Demolitions. This 

essay was adapted from "Paralysis over Palestine: 
Questions of Strategy," Journal of Palestine Studies, 
Winter 2005. 


THE QUESTION OF ZION by Jacqueline Rose 


on about Zionism risks attracting controversy. But that didn't 


Rose from applying her political and psychoanalytic 
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ain of her people, but is appalled at what the Israeli 


nation has carried out in her name. Difficult terrain indeed, but essential to 
understanding Zionism as a psychic and his 


rical force. 


We are a global network of artists, writers, environmentalists, 
teachers and entrepreneurs, downshifters, shit-disturbers, 
rabble-rousers, incorrigibles and malcontents. We are 
anarchists, guerrilla tacticians, neo-Luddities, pranksters, 
poets, philosophers and punks. Our aim is to topple existing 
power structures and change the way we live in the twenty- 
first century. We will change the way information flows, the 
way institutions wield power, the way the food, fashion, car, 
and culture industries set their'agendas. Above all, we will 
change the way we interact with the mass media and we will 
reclaim the way in which meaning is produced in our society. 


Somos una red global de artistas, 
escritores, ambientalistas, 

profesores y empresarios, simplistas, 
desmadrosos, agitadores, incorrigibles 
e inconformistas. Somos anarquistas, 
tácticos de guerrilla, neo-ludistas, 
bromistas, poetas, filósofos y punks. 
Nuestra metas es derrocar las 
estructuras de poder existentes y 
cambiar la forma en que vivimos en el 
Siglo XXI. Cambiaremos la forma en que... 
fluye la información, la forma en que las 
instituciones ejercen poder, y la forma 
en que las industries de la comida, 

la moda, el automóvil y la cultura 
establecen su orden del día. Sobre 
todo, cambiaremos la forma en que 
interactuamos con los medios masivos 
de comunicación, y recobraremos la 
manera en que se genera el propósito 
de nestra sociedad. 


Nous sommes un réseau libre d'artistes, d'écrivains, 
d'écologistes, d'enseignants et d'entrepreneurs, de partisans 
d'une vie moins matérialiste, de semeurs de merde du 
secondaire, d'incorrigibles et d'insatisfaits. Nous sommes des 
anarchistes, de stratéges de guérilla, des nouveaux Luddites, 
des farceurs, des poétes, des philosophes et des punks. 

Nous visons à faire basculer les structures de pouvoir 
existantes et de changer comment nous vivons dans le 
21ème siècle. On va changer le trajet de l'information, 
l'exercice du pouvoir dans les institutions, la maniére dont les 
industries programment l'alimentation, la mode, l'automobile. 
et la culture. Et par-dessus tout, on va changer notre relation 
avec les médias ainsi que la facon dont la signification se 
crée dans notre société. 
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PHILOSOPHER OF THE YEAR 


When a young Karl Marx first encountered 
the writing of the German idealist philosopher 
G.W.F. Hegel, sometime before 1837, he was 
electrified. Today, reading Hegel's incredibly abstract 
prose, it may be difficult for us to understand, 
but Marx found in Hegel a system of ideas that 
pictured reality as a field subject to dynamic 
historical change, rather than as static and 
unchanging. It was the intellectual confidence 
Marx absorbed from Hegel's ideas that gave him 
the prepossession to build his own revolutionary 
program – even as he was to modify Hegel’s picture 
to make it apply to the concrete world of his day. 

On April т, 2005, a large and diverse crowd filled 
an art gallery in downtown Manhattan to see the 
French philosopher Alain Badiou speak. The turn- 
out was impressive — only a week earlier, the gallery, 
Deitch Projects, had been uncertain enough about 
interest that they had considered rescheduling the 
event in favor of a Pamela Anderson photo shoot. 
But the public came until the standing-room-only 
crowd packed against the back walls. Held in a 
popular, non-scholarly environment, this feat is even 
more striking given that Badiou is a thinker whose 
major work, Being and Event, has not even been 
translated into English yet and that, moreover, is 
heavily mathematical in character. 

What accounts for Badiou's sudden popularity? 
2005 saw the beginning of a Badiou industry, 
with academic monographs beginning to appear 
about the French thinker. He also earned a certain 
amount of caché in North America through the 
classes he has taught in English alongside figures like 
Slavoj Zizek and Giogio Agamben at Switzerland's 
experimental European Graduate School. Most 
importantly, however, is the situation into which he 
steps: Like the world of ideas that the young Marx 
faced, philosophy has for the last 20 years in North 
America has been incredibly abstract. While it has 
produced sophisticated critiques of language and 
power, it has also left two generations of students 
with the feeling that it is impossible to do anything 
progressive without it being absorbed by the 
unchanging logic of the System. 

Against this, Alain Badiou has marshaled all the 
resources of theoretical mathematics, Continental 
philosophy and a strong analysis of historical 


struggles to defend the notion that progressive and 
radical change can happen: "Despite its rarity," 

he states in his Theoretical Writings, “politics — 
and hence democracy — has existed, exists, and 
will exist." 

To take just one example, postmodern thought 
has been obsessed by the figure of the cultural other. 
However, the abstract, absolute character of the 
postmodern idea of the other has insured that any 
attempt to reach out will always be viewed as just 
another form of domination. Badiou has brought 
a withering philosophical criticism to bear on the 
notion that cultural difference can be thought of in 
terms of overarching generalities about metaphysics, 
arguing instead that the social field that structures 
otherness is a matter of specific "situations," 
organized around certain concrete, tendentious 
exceptions, with political *truth" being a matter 
of bringing these exceptions to light. Thus, while 
postmodern philosophy dead ends into the abstract, 
politically correct call for *respect" of difference, 
Badiou's philosophy yields a demonstration of the 
potential that a fight for immigrant rights can have. 

This framework – rooting out false generalities 
and arguing for the logic of specific situations — 
has allowed Badiou to do everything from strategize 
about the ways that art can combat the power 
of the contemporary communications media, to 
mount a much-needed defense of science in the face 
of postmodern arguments that see all systematic 
thought as equally problematic (a relativism of which 
the religious right has recently been only too happy 
to take advantage). 

To be sure, the fact that Badiou has fought these 
battles on academic terrain makes them vulnerable 
to being sucked up into empty scholarly debates, and 
the task for his admirers remains, as it was for Marx 
with Hegel, the understanding of Badiou's theories 
in the terms of today's specific struggles. 

But those who have read Badiou's work will 
always be able to defeat any intellectual pessimism 
as to the possibility of real action. Alain Badiou 
has definitively shifted the center of argument: The 
question is not whether or not change is possible, 
but where it will happen. 
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Ben Davis 


PRANK OF THE YEA! 


Britain's most famous guerilla artist slipped through Israeli 
customs last summer and paid a visit to "the ultimate 
activity holiday destination for graffiti writers" - his 
description of the West Bank. After musing about whether 
it was illegal to deface an illegal wall, Banksy set out to 
tag the Israeli-built separation barrier that cuts arbitrarily 
through Palestinian communities and farms. The images 
reference the prospect of escape - a boy below a rope 
ladder and a girl being lifted up by a handful of balloons 
— as well as enticing views of what may lay on the other 
Side - a hole in the wall revealing a tropical beach or a 
window framing a mountain vista. In one painting, a corner 
of the wall is peeling away to expose a verdant landscape 
behind it. 

Palestinians appreciate international efforts to 
bring down the wall, but at least one local man voiced 
his displeasure with the project. Banksy posted their 
conversation on his website: 





Old man: You paint the wall, you make it look beautiful. 
Me: Thanks 


Old man: We don't want it to be beautiful, we hate this 
wall, go home. 
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2006 SPOOF AD CALENDAR 


CURVEBALL OF THE YEAR 


Environmentalism 
needs to die. 

So say the two most 
talked about eco- 
provocateurs of 

last year, Michael 


\ 
i Shellenberger 
and Ted Nordhaus. Their hotly debated *Death 
of environmentalism" essay declared that 
environmentalists rely on outdated, ineffectual 












concepts, and are too busy engaged in *complaint- 
based activism" to come up with new ideas. Indeed, 
they issued a broad indictment of the left, with 
it's compartmentalized, single-issue organizations 
pushing special interests. 
Not surprisingly, rebuttals to their thesis were fast 
and furious. Sierra Club director Carl Pope called 
it divisive and self-serving. But many agreed with 
Shellenberger and Nordhaus that progressives needed 
to create a more purposeful and cohesive movement 
that reasonated better with average citizens. 
Michael Shellenberger took some time out from 
working on their forthcoming book The Death of 
Environmentalism - coming in the Fall of 2006 — 
to talk to Adbusters senior editor Nicholas Klassen. 


NK: Were you surpised by the reaction to your essay? 


Ms: We thought it would spark a dialogue among 
environmental elites but had no idea that it would 
be so interesting to ordinary environmentalists and 
progressive liberals more generally. And it was also 
surprising how the response broke down along 
generational lines. We saw ourselves as standing on 
the shoulders of environmentalist of the past, but 
saying that it's time to move on. But people like Carl 
Pope were really strenuously attacking us in sort of a 
generational way. Many in the over-50 crowd saw us 
as destroyers who weren't offering any alternatives. 
But those under 40 got it. They'd read the essay 

and say *no duh" and wonder what all the fuss 

was about. 


NK: Do you think people really absorbed 

the argument? 

м5: No. It become a projection screen, both for 
people who liked the essay and those who didn't. 
Conservative environmentalists would say: this 


is why environmentalism needs to be more about 
market forces. And liberals would say: this is why 
we need a big progressive movement. But the 

one thing that everybody got wrong is that we 

never said environmentalism was dead. We said 

that environmentalism and its useless conceptual 
underpinnings need to die. I don't think that's a 
semantic difference. We have this idea that death is 
bad and that deconstruction is bad, and everyone just 
wants to get right into building the new politics. But 
we're saying that you can't really get into the new 
politics until you know what hasn't been working 
about the old politics. For example, why do we 
conceptualize global warming strategy narrowly 
around regulation of green house gas emissions but 
we don't think of it as a sort of industrial policy or 
as foreign policy? 


NK: Okay, so where to do we go from here? 


Ms: In addition to political solutions, we need to 
create a set of pre-political institions that mirror 

the grassroots networking that evangelical churches 
provide for the conservative movement. The mega 
churches in US appeal to the things that really matter 
to the people living in the suburbs; health care, job 
referrals, drug and alcohol treatment, counseling, 

a whole set of things. So what about someone like 
me who isn't religious, but wants to be part of a 
community like that? I think that there are plenty 

of liberals who would love to have the opportunity 
to go to some sort of a service every Sunday that 
allowed them to connect with people who shared 
their core values and a sense of awe in the mystery of 
the universe. But that sort of institution doesn't really 
exist. Moveon.org tried something like that with it's 
movie-screening potlucks. Apparently people will go 
to the first couple and then they stop going. Because 
how many times can you watch a video about the 
war in Iraq or about how fucked up the world is or 
about Fox news? 
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You want a recipe? Boil.some spaghetti in well-salted water. While you're doing 
that, heat up some good extra-virgin olive oil in a skillet and throw in some 
thin slices of garlic and some red pepper flakes. When the pasta's cooked, toss 
it in the skillet. Throw in some chopped parsley and a little of the pasta water. 
Toss it around. Put it on a plate. Grate some Parmigiano Reggiano on top. 
Congratulations, dude. You've just made spaghetti all'aglio e olio. One of the 
greatest simple truths of humankind — and a damn good emergency dinner. 
That's a recipe. It's an idea. It's a dish. It's an icon. It's an experience. It's not 
rules. And as you cook up your life, I hope you never let anyone else's recipe 
for success intimidate you or get in your way. Rules are overrated. 


— Mario Batali, Chef, 2005 Commencement 
Address*Rutgers College 
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URING MY TEENS, AS AN INVETERATE 

haunter of second-hand bookshops, 

Loften saw copies of a book called 

Sanine, written in 1903 by a Russian 

writer named Mikhail Artsybashev. 
Very often it looked new, as if the former owner 
was glad to get rid of it. One day I bought it out of 
curiosity, and discovered that it was one of the most 
extraordinary novels I had ever read. The hero is a 
Russian student who shares the rebellious ideals of 
most of his generation. Vladimir Sanine is an attempt 
to create the ideal Russian hero — sane, balanced, 
intelligent, clear sighted, totally unlike the neurotic 
heroes of Dostoevsky. 

In one typical scene he is in a boat with a girl who 
is attracted to him, and when she lets him kiss her, 
seizes his opportunity and, in spite of her resistance, 
takes her virginity. 

The next day she is horrified at what has 
happened, and when he calls on her, tells him to go 
away. He begs her not to bear any ill-will, and says 
that if she gives her fiancé as much happiness as she 
has given him, he will be a lucky man. Suddenly 
she decides to look on the bright side — after all, 
it is a beautiful day and they still find one another 
attractive. For a moment she sees the world as he sees 
it - as something simple and beautiful, which human 
beings spoil with their neurotic self-torments. They 
kiss "like brother and sister" and when he has gone, 
she lies on the grass and reflects that some things 
are best forgotten. 

Sanine exerted a tremendous influence on its 
generation, and although some of its ideas are 
simplistic, it is still a delightful book to read. 

I was reminded of Sanine when I came upon the 
ideas of one of the most remarkable of modern 
psychologists, Sydney Banks. He stumbled upon 
his central insight one day when he remarked to a 
friend: “Pm so unhappy." And the friend replied: 
“You’re not unhappy Syd — you just think you are.” 


The idea hit him like a revelation: that most human 
beings cause their own problems by their thoughts. 

Although an ordinary working man, without 
a formal education, Banks was so stunned by 
this insight that he began giving lectures about 
it. Soon, he was giving seminars that were 
crowded with professional men – doctors, 
businessmen, psychiatrists. 

A New York psychiatrist, George Pransky, who 
had begun to feel disillusioned about Freud, went 
along to a weekend seminar, and at first could not 
understand what Syd Banks meant when he said that 
all our problems are caused by our thoughts. But he 
observed that the people at the conference all seemed 
full of energy and optimism — that they were all 
“copers” who were in charge of their lives. And 
when he grasped what Banks was saying, he suddenly 
began to share the feeling. He went on to apply these 
insights to his patients, and found that they worked. 
Pransky has created a psychology that is based on. 
optimism about our capabilities. 

The basic idea behind Pransky's *psychology of 
mind" is simple. Our days are spent focusing on 
narrow horizons of awareness, a permanent state 
of “close-upness,” rather like going into a picture 
gallery and keeping your eyes two inches from the 
canvases. You would see the texture of the paint, 
but you would not see *the picture." Human beings 
are like this all the time. They are trapped in "close- 
upness," in a worm's eye view of reality. Their lives 
have an underpinning of boredom. 

This vanishes the moment we are confronted 
by any kind of crisis. A man who was told he has 
an incurable disease would be rocketed out of the 
worm’s eye view into a bird's eye view, in which he is 
suddenly aware of the value of life. If, at that point, 
he learns that the doctors were mistaken and his life 
is in no danger, the relief would bring an interesting 
insight: that the bird's eye view was true all along, 
and the worm's eye view was a mistake caused by 





“close-upness.” Now all he has to do is to tell himself 
beyond all possibility of doubt that the worm's eye 
view is false and the bird's eye view is true, and he 
has a means of transforming his life. 

Hans Keller, former head of BBC music programs, 
once described how, in the 1930s, he was living in 
Germany and became aware that fellow Jews were 
vanishing into concentration camps. He said that he 
prayed: “O God, let me get out of Germany, and I 
swear ГИ never be unhappy again.” He had grasped 
the essence of Syd Banks's insight. 

Now just over so years ago, 1 suddenly woke up 
to the same insight, and settled down to try and 
capture it in a book called The Outsider. Its starting 
point was the high number of artists and writers in 

the nineteenth 


“I have come to the conclusion that 
depression is about seeing tbe world 
(i.e., dunya — the earth-plane if you 
wish) as it is. If one only sees this 
lower world, of suffering and pain 
and testing, then depression is the 
only possible affect. .. . In order to 
get out of this depression, one bas to 
get a sense of the other world - the 
Akhira (the afterlife) and also a sense 
of the ghaib (tbe unseen worlds). 
From these latter points of view, 
life takes on new meaning, and the 
heaviness of the material world can be 
alleviated.” 
— “Believing psychiatrist” Joel 
Ibrahim Kreps, writing in the 
Jordan-based magazine Islamica 


century who 
committed 
suicide. I could 
see that the 
basic problem 
was that they 
found the world 
of everyday 
life boring and 
discouraging. 
Yet every now 
and then, 

they would 
experience 
moments 

of immense 
happiness 

and intensity, 
in which the 
whole world 


became self-evidently glorious. The trouble was that 
when they woke up the next morning, the vision had 
evaporated, and the world seemed once again dull 


and dreary. 


Clearly, what they needed was simply to grasp 
intellectually, as Syd Banks did, that the worm’s eye 


view was false. 


It seemed clear to me that it was this damned 


nineteenth century, with all its frustrated hopes, that 
was responsible for our neurotic civilization, with 
its underlying pessimism. It is the nineteenth-century 
underpinning we have to get rid of. 

As to who to blame for it, the answer seemed clear: 
the philosophers. 


For example, in November 1811, the dramatist 
and story writer Heinrich von Kleist blew out 
his brains and those of his mistress because the 
philosophy of Kant had convinced him that life 
was meaningless and that the underlying reality is 
forever unattainable. Goethe’s Faust had come to the 
same conclusion, and been on the point of suicide 
“because we can nothing know” when the sound 
of the Easter bells caused his childhood to come 
flooding back and made him change his mind. But 
why should it matter if life is an illusion, so long as it 
is enjoyable? Because if it is an illusion, then free will 
is also an illusion, and we are merely machines. And 
that thought is enough to depress any sensitive soul. 
Descartes had argued that animals are machines, and 
in 1738 the French philosopher Julien de La Metrrie 
went one further in a book called Man the Machine, 
arguing that free will is an illusion, He was followed 
by a whole school of French thinkers like Condillac 
and Cabanis who argued that “mental life” is merely 
a matter of physical sensations. Cabanis said the 
brain secretes thought as the liver secretes bile. 

At which point, one of their school, Maine de 
Biran, had a revelation rather like Syd Banks's. He 
pointed out that whenever I make some real effort, 

I have a clear feeling that it is ‘Г doing this, and not 
a machine. But the French have always preferred 
pessimism to optimism, and Biran’s insight was 

soon forgotten. And even now, two centuries later, 
psychology continues to insist that man is a machine, 
and that consciousness is a mere by-product of 

the brain. 

But does it make any difference whether we are 
machines or not? Well yes, it does. If an intelligent 
person falls into depression, then the thought that 
he has no free will can push him over the edge, 
as it pushed Kleist. 

An interesting new discovery in brain physiology 
underlines this. ECT, electroconvulsive therapy, 
was first used by Ugo Cerletti in the late 1930s; 
he discovered that if a current of about an amp is 
passed through the brain for half a minute, it is like 
a small version of an epileptic seizure, and it often 
cures depression. Johan Hellsten of Lund University 
now thinks he knows why. He tried giving rats ECT 
treatment, and found that it increased the number 
of epithelial cells — the cells that line blood vessels 
— in the part of the brain called the hippocampus. 
The vessels also increased their length by 16 percent. 
We know that long term depressives have a smaller 





hippocampus than average, so curing it by ECT 
creates bigger and better cells. 

Depression is a state in which we cease to use the 
will. And the muscles of the will hypertrophy as 
the leg muscles of a bed-ridden patient waste away. 
The shock of ECT seems to have the same effect 
as a sudden crisis, of stimulating us to effort. And 
willed effort causes something inside us to grow. So 
once George Pransky's patients have been taught to 
induce their own version of ECT by a combination 
of effort and optimism, they presumably begin to 
grow epithelial cells and turn into *copers," suddenly 
finding they enjoy life. 

All this is a striking justification for a theory 
of Nobel Prize winning brain physiologist, Roger 
Sperry, whose studies of the difference between our 
right and left cerebral hemispheres caused such a 
sensation in the 1960s. 

Now, in traditional brain physiology, consciousness 
is regarded as a product of the brain, as heat is the 
product of a fire (or bile of the liver). As a traditional 
scientist, Sperry was willing to accept the proposition 
that consciousness is a product of the brain and 
cannot exist apart from it. But in a 1980 paper called 
*Mind-brain interaction: Mentalism yes, dualism no” 
he shocked and upset his colleagues by announcing 
a view that struck them as pure heresy. He suggested 
that when we think and feel, consciousness operates 
on the brain as human fingers operate on a computer 
keyboard, or as an electric current operates on a 
television screen, making a picture out of ‘dots.’ 

Or, if you like, as the fingers of a pianist operate 
when he plays the piano. In other words, 
consciousness is not passive but active and “creative.” 
Sperry had rediscovered Maine de Biran's free will. 

Clearly there is one more step to take. And I 
suspect that if Sperry had not died in 1981 he would 
have taken it: to recognize that consciousness is not 
a mere product of the brain, but exists in its own 
right. A useful first move would be to persuade 
scientists like Johan Hellsten to begin experiments 
to try and show that brain cells can be created 
by a focused effort of will. That would lay the 
foundations for a new science, a new philosophy, 
and a new civilization. 


Colin Wilson became an overnight sensation witb bis 
1956 book The Outsider. Since then be bas written 
109 books, including, most recently, Dreaming to 
Some Purpose: The Autobiography of Colin Wilson. 


ver the past two decades a new 
conception of life has emerged at the 
forefront of science. It is a systemic 
view of life, based in part on new 
discoveries in complexity theory. 
In it, the biological and the cognitive aspects of life 
are understood as integral parts of a unified whole. 
This view is now replacing the classical Cartesian 
and neo-Darwinist views, which are mechanistic and 
reductionist. In those views, the body is a machine, 
separate from the mind, and evolution is nothing but 
random mutations plus natural selection — there is no 
room for a spiritual dimension. By contrast, such a 
dimension is essential to the new conception of life. 
To understand these new scientific developments, 
we must begin with the origin of life on Earth. 
The traditional idea, formulated by Darwin himself, 
has been that life somehow emerged out of a 
primordial “chemical soup." But the notion that 
small molecules should assemble spontaneously into 
structures of ever-increasing complexity runs counter 
to all experience with simple chemical systems. 
So, many scientists argue that it didn't happen that 
way; or, alternatively, that there must have been 
an extraordinary triggering event. Instead of a 
structureless soup, they believe life began when tiny 
oily droplets formed according to the basic laws of. 
physics and chemistry. Through a complex network 
chemistry, these droplets grew and evolved into 
complex, self-replicating structures. When catalysts 
entered the system, molecular complexity increased 
rapidly, and eventually gave rise to a universal 
ancestor — the first bacterial cell — from which all 
subsequent life on Earth descended. This planetary 
bacterial web gradually occupied all ecological 
niches, setting the stage for higher life forms, 
global feedback loops and other features of self- 
organization that brought the planet alive. 
This creativity is an intrinsic property of all living 
systems. And evolution, in this new view, is not 
just a response to environmental pressure, but is a 
consequence of life's inherent creativity. Over billions 
of years, three avenues of evolution — mutations, 
gene trading, and symbiogenesis — created forms of 
life of ever-increasing complexity and diversity. As 
their structures became more complex, their cognitive 
processes did too, eventually bringing forth conscious 
awareness, language and conceptual thought. 
When we look at this scenario — from the 
formation of oily droplets to the emergence of 


consciousness — it may seem that life is simply 
about molecules, raising the question: Is there 
any room in this new vision for the human spi 
molecular biologist might suggest that life, ultimately, 
is all about molecules. But that's a dangerously 
reductionist view. The new understanding of life is 

a systemic one based on the idea that the defining 
characteristic of a living system is not the presence 

of certain molecules, but the presence if a self- 
generating network of metabolic processes. 

Life, then, is about patterns of relationships among. 
specific processes. These processes include, most 
importantly, the spontaneous emergence of new 
order, which is the basis of life's inherent creativity. 
Moreover, the life processes are associated with the 
cognitive dimension of life, and the emergence of 
a new order includes the emergence of language 
and consciousness. 

Where does the human spirit come into this 
picture? To answer this question one must look at 
the original meaning of “spirit.” The Latin spiritus 
means “breath,” which is also true for the related 
Latin word anima, the Greek psyche, the Sanskrit 
atman, and the Hebrew ruab. The common meaning 
of these key terms indicates that the original meaning 
of spirit in many ancient philosophical and religious 
traditions, in both the West and East, is that of the 
breath of life. 

Since respiration is indeed a central aspect of the 
metabolism of all but the simplest forms of life, the 
breath of life seems to be a perfect metaphor for the 
network of metabolic processes that is the defining 
characteristic of all living systems. This breath is 
what we have in common with all living beings. 

It nourishes us and keeps us alive. 

The spiritual life is usually understood as a way of 
being that flows from a certain profound experience 
of reality – a “mystical,” “religious,” or “spiritual” 
experience. There are numerous descriptions of this 
phenomenon in the literature of the world's religions, 
which tend to agree that it is a direct, non-intellectual 
experience of reality with some fundamental 
characteristics that are independent of cultural 
and historical contexts. One of the most beautiful 
contemporary descriptions, in my view, has been 
offered by the Benedictine monk David Steindl-Rast. 

In accordance with the original meaning of spirit 
as the breath of life, Brother David characterizes 
the spiritual experience as moments of heightened 
aliveness. Our spiritual moments, he says, are 





those moments when we feel most intensely alive. 
Psychologist Abraham Maslow called this the “peak 
experience," and it involves both the body and the 
mind. Buddhists refer to this heightened mental 
alertness as “mindfulness,” and they emphasize, 
interestingly, that it is deeply rooted in the body. 
Spirituality, then, is always embodied. We experience 
our spirit, in the words of Brother David, as *the 
fullness of mind and body." 

As we understand how the roots of life reach deep 
into basic physics and chemistry, how the unfolding 
of complexity began before the formation of the 
first living cells, how life has repeatedly evolved 
through the same 
basic patterns and 
processes, we realize 
how tightly we are 
connected with the 
entire fabric of life. 
Connectedness, 
relationship, and 
interdependence 
are fundamental 
concepts of ecology; 
and connectedness, 
relationship, and 
belonging are also the 
essence of religious 
experience. Ecology, 
then, is the ideal 
bridge between 
science and religion. 

When we look at 
the world around 
us, we find that we 
are not thrown into 
chaos and randomness but are part of a great order, a 
grand symphony of life. Every molecule in our body 
was once part of previous bodies - living or non- 
living - and will be a part of future bodies. In this 
sense, our body will not die but will live on, again 
and again, because life lives on. And since our mind, 
too, is embodied, our concepts and metaphors are 
embedded in the web of life together with our bodies 
and brains. Indeed, we belong to the universe, we are 
at home in it, and this experience of belonging can 
make our lives profoundly meaningful. 


According to a University of 
Michigan study, people from 
the US tend to move their 

eyes differently when viewing 
photographs than people 

from China. When viewing a 
single object against a complex 
background, Americans were 
more likely to focus swiftly and 
for a longer amount of time 

on the object, while Chinese 
participants were more likely 
to scan the background. The 
research may help to explain 
previously observed cultural 
variations in perceptual 
judgement and memory, namely 
that East Asians often attend to 
contextual information more 
than their Western counterparts. 





Fritjof Capra is a founding director of the Center for 
Ecoliteracy and on faculty at Schumacher College. 


SUPPOSE IT WAS ONLY BY LEAVING BEHIND, 
for a couple weeks, the compulsion to 
communicate with words, that I became so 
vulnerable to the expressive power of the 
more-than-human earth, so susceptible to the 

eloquence of all these disparate styles of sensitivity 

and sentience. It was not merely the polymorphous 
play of rhythms, and the syncopation of shapes that 
swoop and sprout beyond the confines of the city, but 
also how startlingly immense the terrain feels when 
one encounters it without the steady filter of words — 
the discovery that one is palpably immersed in a field 
of unfoldings so much wider than ourselves and our 
intentions. It wasn't only the provocations of stones 
and leaves and muscled creatures, but a sense that 

the mind itself was a broad landscape within which I 

was wandering, a deep field with its close aspects and 

its distances, its moods shifting like the weather. 
There seemed something more than metaphoric, 
here, something strangely right about this resonance 

between a songbird's swerve onto a branch and a 

lucid thought that abruptly alights in my awareness, 

this echo between inner mind and outer landscape. 

For clearly there is something about the psyche 

that exceeds us and overflows all our knowings, 

confounding every notion of the mind as a closed 

space contained within our skulls. Certainly, I still 
felt that there was something inward about the. 
psyche, an interior quality to the mind. But my 
encounters with other shapes of intelligence - with 
whistling marmots, and the irksome orbit of a fly, 
and the growing spell that an oncoming storm 

casts upon the mood of a valley and myself within 

it — were all loosening the conception of my own 

psyche as a closed zone of reflection, stirring long- 

slumbering memories from my earliest years of life, 
bringing faint whiffs of a forgotten intimacy between 
mind and the elemental earth. As though the deer at 
the meadow's edge, who slips silently into the forest 
when you turn to face her (like those sleek insights, 
barely glimpsed at the periphery of your awareness, 
that vanish into the shadows when you try to grasp 
them), and all these other movements of cloud, and 
grass, and rain, were part of the very constitution 

of the mind, of its real structure and architecture. 

And it was then that a simple thought burst 
over my awareness — not like a bolt of lightning, 
but rather like a gentle rain beginning to fall upon 





me, soaking my hair, moistening the ground and 
raising its mingled scents to my nostrils: what if 
mind is not ours, but is Earth's? What if mind, 
rightly understood, is not the special property 

of humankind, but is rather a property of the 
Earth, itself — a power in which we, like the other 
inhabitants of this sphere, are carnally immersed? 

What if there is, yes, a quality of inwardness to the 
mind, yet this interiority has nothing to do with the 
mind's location inside us (inside our body or brain), 
but is rather due to the palpable truth that we are 
situated, bodily, inside it — because our lives and our 
thoughts unfold in the depths of a mind that is not 
really ours, but is rather the Earth's? Because like 
the hunkered owl, the beetle staggering from needle 
to needle, and the spruce bending above them, 
we all partake of the wide intelligence of this world 
— because we're entirely participant, with all our 
actions and our passions, in the broad psyche of 
this sphere? 

It was a thought that sparked and rippled along 
my skin, as though all the pores of that smooth 
surface were opening at once, as though my skin 
itself were coming awake. Or as though I myself 
were awakening as this shimmering membrane at 
the outer bound of my body - as this luminous. 
shape resonating with the myriad other shapes that 
surround me: trees, boulders, bubbling streams 
— each form a sparkling surface of metamorphosis 
and exchange between that being and the charged 
air around it, as a kind of eros played between the 
many bodies in this valley, an electric tension binding 
us all into the expansive Body of the place. The 
sensations along my surface were changing, 1 noticed, 
in tandem with the shifting scents of soil and leaf 
and dusk as these drifted along my limbs and wafted 
in at my nostrils, my own mood transforming with 
each alteration in the breeze. And my eyes slowly 
widened with the recognition that this mingling and 
interchange was going on throughout the whole 
invisible ocean of air as it riffled through the forest 
needles and twisted the grasses and washed against 
the rock escarpments, each gust carrying chemical 
insights between the swerving insects and the 
swaying blooms of this valley, exchanging pollen 
between the trees. I was alive in a living field 
of experience . . . 

The full-bodied alertness I now felt seemed no 








more mine than it was the valley’s; it seemed more a 
capacity of the land, itself, that had been imparted to 
my body. Much as the life then beating in my chest 
and rolling through my veins was fed and instilled 
by the mountain air of that place (by the calm or 
blustering atmosphere that surrounds us wherever 
we are, and that we've been imbibing, ceaselessly, 
since the moment of our birth). Is not awareness, 
too, a kind of medium or atmosphere — a capacity 
that blooms within us, swelling and subsiding, only 
because we are penetrated by it, encompassed by 

it, permeated? Are we not born into mind as into 
an unseen layer of the Earth, gradually opening 
ourselves to the nourishment of this medium, 
adapting ourselves to its lunar rhythms, attuning 
ourselves to the way it sparkles and sings in our 
particular species? 

Mind as a medium, yes. As an invisible and 
ceaselessly transforming layer of this world, a fluid 
medium that envelops and permeates our bodies. 

As though the air itself was aware! As though the 
unseen air that enfolds us, and circulates through our 
flesh, was the very stuff of awareness. Yet not exactly 
the air considered as a mix of gases; for isn't there 
also a kind of sparkle and hum to awareness, an 
electric quality, as though it were charged with a kind 
of tension or snap? Not the element of air alone, 
then, but the element of fire as well, mercurial — a 
subtle flame dispersed throughout the medium. Much 
like the way the sun's outrageous fire is buffered and 
broken up by Earth's atmosphere, disbursed and 
scattered among countless molecules of gas, and thus 
muted, transmuted into a medium suitable for cedars 
and wolves and willow fly-catchers. Not exactly the 
air of this world, then, but the way sunlight lives in 
this air - this unseen medium charged with fire. 

This awakened atmosphere. This awareness in which 
we and the forest trees are immersed. This mind. 

We may, of course, continue to speak of mind 
as an excellence utterly unique to our species, a 
capacity that springs us free from our embedment in 
the earthly community of animate forms. We may 
continue to hold that the rustling of experience — 
of delight and of grief, of compassion and confusion 
-is a purely human thing, and hence that the 
stirrings undergone by other creatures are mute and 
expressionless phantoms, automatic reflexes entirely 
closed to creative nuance. We may persist in the 


modern assumption that a dammed-up river has no 
impulse of its own, that the mystery of mind has 

no pertinence to a meadow or a dying forest, or to 

a nascent thunderstorm gathering itself above the 
plains, seething and crackling with energy before the 
first bolts snap the air. 

But by doing so, we seal ourselves into a numbing 
solitude — a loneliness already settling around us as 
the complex creativity of forests gives way to the 
numbered productivity of even-aged tree farms, 
as the diverse riffs of songbirds steadily fade from 
the soundscape, and the wild, syncopated chant of 
the frog chorus that rocked the fields every spring 
dwindles down to the monotonous hum of a single 
streetlamp. Do we really believe that the human 
imagination can sustain itself without being startled 
by other styles and shapes of sentience – by redwoods 
and gleaming orchids and the eerie glissando-cries of 
humpback whales? Do we really trust that the human 
mind can maintain its coherence in an exclusively 
human-made world? 

Perhaps the sphere itself needed our forgetfulness. 
Perhaps some new power was waiting to be born 
on the earth, and our species was called upon to 
incubate this power in the dark cocoon of our 
solitude. Our senses dulled, our attention lost to 
the world, we created, in our inward turning, a 
quiet cave wherein a new layer of Earth could first 
shape itself and come to life. Yet surely it's time, 
now, to hatch this new stratum, to waken our senses 
from their screen-dazzled swoon, and so to offer 
this power back to the more-than-human terrain. 

In truth, the accelerating extinctions make evident 
that the time is long past ripe. The abrupt loss of so 
many forests, the choking of wetlands, the poisons 
leaching into the waters and the toxins spreading 

in our muscles compel us to awaken from our long 
oblivion, to cough up this difficult magic that's been 
growing within us, swelling us with pride even as the 
land disintegrates all around us. We've cut ourselves 
off for long enough - time, now, to open our minds 
outward, returning to the earth that wide intelligence 
we'd thought was ours alone. 


David Abram is a cultural ecologist and philosopher. 
Autbor of The Spell of the Sensuous, and director of 
tbe Alliance for Wild Ethics, he's currently writing a 
book on wonder. 


GO AHEAD. DIG IN TO THE CHOCOLATE RIPPLE PECAN 
ice cream, curl up around a plate of triple-batter 
french fries, have another spoonful of cookie dough. 
It is now more important to ward off depression than 
heart disease. The World Health Organization (wHo) 
estimates that, at current rates of increase, the year 
2020 will see more of us clutching at the pain in our 
heads than our chests. 

Mental disorders — the latest epidemic. They will 
flict 55 percent of Americans in their lifetime, 
according to a 2005 study by the National Institute 
of Mental Health. Panic, separation anxiety, social 
phobias and more run rampant, and the US has 
caught the worst of it. 

In a 2003 comparison of Canada, Chile, Germany, 
the Netherlands and the United States, the US 
suffered almost twice the instances of mental and 
substance abuse disorders than the lowest ranking 
countries. Another study by Columbia University 
epidemiologist Myrna Weissman found that more 
Americans are becoming more depressed, more 
frequently and at a younger age than ever before. 

There are a few ways to look at this. We can ask 
whether these studies were funded by pharmaceutical 
companies looking to boost prescription rates. 

We can ask how these nebulous “disorders” are 
diagnosed ~ is the net is cast so wide that it now 
drags in even the most minor of sadnesses? 

And we'd be right to do so. 

















But we'd be wrong to ignore the evidence entirely. 
We live in a toxic culture, a hazardous mental 
environment, a crazy world, and it's taking a toll. 
How could it not? 

“A climate that respects and protects basic civil, 
political, economic, social, and cultural rights is 
fundamental to the promotion of mental health," 
says the wHo. “Without the security and freedom 
provided by these rights it is very difficult to maintain 
a high level of mental health." 

Let's see. Civil rights decimated under the 
Homeland Security Act, economic rights 
compromised through cuts to social programs and 
the increase in poverty waged service work, political 
rights vanished with the theft of one and possibly 
two presidential elections. Our minds and hearts are 
living in a tough time. 

Maybe we're reacting just as we should. Maybe 
these conditions aren't disorders at all. Maybe they're 
completely rational, ordered, reasonable responses. 
What if your social phobia, manic episodes or 
gnawing anxiety were a measure of your society's 
dysfunction, not your own? You could be a prophet, 
an inspiration for another way of being and doing. 
Be proud of your inability to get out of bed in the 
morning. It is a sign of your profound connection to 
the world, a beacon shining out of this darkness. 

Olive Dempsey 











But | say they do 








A man and his son are out on the 
porch while rain pores down off the 
roof. They lean on the railing and 
the father turns to his son: “You're 
a changed man.” 

“How's that?" the son replies. 
"When you got off that train back 
there you did two things you've never 
done before - at least not at the same 

time. You shook my hand and you 
looked me square in the eye. Where'd 
that come from?" 

According to the TV spot, he got 
it from being a soldier. The ad ends 
with the US Army logo and the slogan 
“Help Them Find Their Strength." 

It's the latest salvo in the military 
recruitment wars. And it's an entirely 
new way of marketing the army. 
Adrenaline-charged ads aimed at 
teenagers and young adults have 
now been replaced by softer, 
more subdued messages geared 
towards parents. 


MANDA SQUINTS INTO THE DOOR PEEPHOLE 
that stretches a shaggy face winking under 
white light. “I's Mike,” she says, wringing 
the indoor air with her tightened throat, 
her tone hiding in decayed drunkenness; 

she clamps him with nervous fingers, like a bombed- 

out refugee clutches pear-faced kids and burnt jewelry. 

Tonight he and Eli leave for a dusty base near Seattle, 

from there it's off to Baghdad. Eli looks on from the 

living room, his body melding with sun- and dust-soaked 
couch cushions. Hot acid brinks the fat root of Mike's 
tongue, receding like a wave on a lemon beach. 

Aaron, Mike, Amanda and Eli prepare to do a round 
from a muddy Jack Daniel's bottle, tarred soy sauce and 
piss yellow margarine caked at its rippled prism base. 
Top-40 hiphop taps in the background. Mike fills and 
Aaron toasts to adventure, imagined as a two-year Navy 
stint in the Gulf fucking slum girls in brothels where 
paint peels off the walls like dead skin. Imagined as 
blistering teenage terror shooting down a gun-wielding 
Iraqi in an abandoned bunker, once in the stomach to 
down him, twice more in the neck to finish him off. 

Eli swallows, throat swells, skips the Coke chaser as 
he has since their ditch-parties in middle school 
stairwells; the group's belly laughter filling the cracks in 
the kitchen tiles and cabinet hinges, Amanda's giggles 
shivering the wood-putty in the rafters and prying at the 
space between bones in Eli's skeletal hands. Piano hands, 
his teacher tells him. Now they're cold and purple at 
the joints as he watches her body sway. 

Soon Amanda and Mike are chained in sweat and 
saliva in the bathroom, Amanda as amorous as she had 
been in his grandma's trailer in ninth grade, the other 
two speaking in murmurs and slurs beyond the door. 

Aaron mischievously roots through his bag for a 
cardboard yellow camera with a built-in flash. He and 
Eli burst into the bathroom, Dove and Pantene Pro-V 
skidding, the lovers terrified, laughs everywhere, Amanda 
blushing, shrieking, towel clamped to her adolescent 
breasts, Eli striding awkwardly towards her, Mike with 
jeans around his ankles, razor burns over birthmarks on 
his scalp, cute face grimaced in shock. “Smile!” wails 
Aaron wearing a wide child's grin as he presses the 
trigger. All the energy in that thin instant pressed white 
hot between past and future. 

Josh Saxe 








ITIZENS CROWD THE ROPES. MOST OF 
them are in a good mood, joking with 
the cops on the other side, Tiny droplets 
drizzle out of the gray sky, good 
weather for this time of year. The people 

are glad to have good weather for this occasion, their 

city's special day. Some of them hold flags. A few 
carry signs close to their bodies, trying to keep 

them dry. 

Someone says “Look!” and points to what could 
be a morning star burning through the overcast. 

But it's not a star. The light grows brighter, closer. 

It descends. 

At the back of the crowd, a man and a woman 
hunch their shoulders against the damp and clutch 

at their coats. It bothers them that the crowd is so 

happy, so eager to see the man who will soon arrive. 

They hate him. They hate the way that the country 

has embraced him. She's the president of a company. 

He's the president of another. He writes letters to 

the paper. She calls her Congressman every week. 

The letters get printed. The Congressman takes the 

calls. But none of it does any good. No one listens 

to them, to people like them. No one takes company 

presidents seriously. 

*See the airplane, Honey?" a mother says to her 
child. “That’s Air Force One. That's his plane." 
The plane lands and taxis. Motorcycle police lead 

a string of six limousines out onto the tarmac. 

Citizens crowd the ropes. Some start waving their 

flags. Some hold small children up to see. The citizens 

with signs now raise them up. One sign says: 


black fir and pine trees 
before the red clouded sky – 
night fills the river 


The door to the plane opens, but for a long time 
no one comes out. Then, without any fanfare, there 
he is at the top of the steps — the Poet of the United 
States. He smiles and waves. People cheer. Alone, 
he descends the steps. 

“Mr, Poet!” someone shouts. “Welcome to 
Oregon!” 

The police try to usher him toward the waiting 
cars, but he instead strides toward the crowd. 

“Mr. Poet!” another voice shouts, “Roses are red, 
violets are blue, we're glad that the Congress 
is working with you!” 


The Poet laughs. “I appreciate the effort,” he says, 
*but I know you can do better than that." He points 
at the haiku sign. *That one I like." 

The woman holding the haiku whoops. People 
standing close to her laugh and tell her to hold her 
sign still so everyone can read it. 

“Thank you for coming out today," the Poet says. 

“We're behind you, Mr. Poet!" a man shouts. 
Applause. 

“What can we do?" a woman calls out. 

“Well I can tell you what I’m going to do while 
Pm here in Eugene,” the Poet says. “Pm going to 
go to a dance recital. I’m going to listen to people 
Гуе never met before. Maybe one of them will tell 
me something that ought to be in a poem. Then I'm 
going to walk along the Willamette river and pick 
blackberries right off the vine. You do still have 
blackberries, don't you?" 

“Do we!” 

Laughter. 

A man shouts, "Take some vines back to 
Washington!" 

Another says, *Please!" 

*Yeah! You can have the ones taking over my yard, 
Mr. Poet!" 

The Poet of the United States smiles. “I plan to 
pick berries a handful at a time. I plan to enjoy the 
tart ones, the sweet ones, the ones that are hard and 
dry as well as the ones that burst and stain my fingers 
with juice as soon as I touch them. I expect to snag 
my sleeve on the spines once or twice. I’m going to 
eat blackberries and enjoy eating blackberries. That's 
the sort of thing you can do, my friends. You can 
enjoy your lives." He waves. 

From the back of the crowd, one of the presidents 
shouts, *What about arms manufacturers! They're 
not enjoying their lives so much!" He tries to 
shoulder his way forward, but a woman turns and 
waves a flag in his face. *What about money for 
bombs! This country used to be feared!" 

His companion shouts, “The business of America 
is business!” She also tries to advance through the 
crowd. “The business of America is business!” 
People in front of her stand their ground. 

The Poet of the United States has already turned 
away. He is walking to the waiting limousines. 

If he hears the presidents, he gives no sign. 
Bruce Holland Rogers 


MORAL MIDGETS OF THE YEAR 


Seventeen months after sucker- 
punching Colorado Avalanche rookie 
Steve Moore in the side of the head, 
Todd Bertuzzi issued his first public 
apology for the incident. “It happened,” 
he told reporters in August following 
his re-instatement to the NHL, "I can't 
go back and change what happened." 
What happened, as far as Moore is concerned, was a trip 
to the hospital and three broken vertebrae. Nearly two 
years after the fact, Moore suffers from post-concussion 
syndrome, his future in the NHL seriously in doubt. Final 
cost to Bertuzzi: $850,000 in salary and endorsement deals 
- about a fifth of his new annual salary. 





Suspended for a whopping ten days 
< after testing positive for steroids, 
Rafael Palmeiro may have traded any 
chance at the Baseball Hall of Fame 
for the distinction of being the highest- 
1 profile Major Leaguer ever to get 
‘caught using a banned substance. 
Not one to let hard science go unchallenged, Bush chimed 
in with some cronyism-inflected wisdom on the matter: 
"He's a friend. He's testified in public, and | believe him." 
Not that this chestnut was needed - in March, Rafael 
himself had already offered the punchline by wagging 
his finger at Congress while intoning, "I have never used 
steroids, period." 





Asked on Australian radio if she 

had qualms about using fur in her 

clothing line, J. Lo gamely responded, 

"If someone would like to educate 

me and bring something to light that | 

don't know, that'd be great." Obligingly, 

the host asked, "Would you like to be 

educated right now?" - then regaled 
J. Lo with stories of foxes being skinned alive. But the singer 
failed to take her education to heart, and her next line 
was equally fur-soaked. As if to underline the PR disaster, 
security guards at Lopez's Manhattan office later managed 
to pop off Heather Mills McCartney's prosthetic leg as they 
ejected her for delivering a video about fur farm horrors. 


Convicted in 2004 of conspiracy and 
obstruction of justice, the Martha 
juggernaut seemed doomed to a very 
long, very public fall from domestic 
grace. Within days, Stewart had lost 
her syndicated television show and 
stepped down from the board of 
Martha Stewart Living Omnimedia. Doubts prevailed that 
the Martha Stewart brand could ever recover from such 
an ugly stain. Sure enough, upon being released from 
prison this past March, Martha was soon cursed with a 
new book, a dedicated digital radio channel and a paltry 
two television series. 

Clayton Dach 


If I were 21, I would walk the Earth. I would go barefoot longer; 


Pd learn how to throw a Frisbee, Га go braless if I were a woman and 
I would wear no underwear if I were a man. Га play cards and wear the 
same pair of jeans until they were so stiff they could get up and strut 
around the room by themselves . . . So don't take the short road. Fool 
around. Have fun. . . . You're not going to get this time back. Don't 
panic and go to graduate school and law school. This nation has enough 
frightened, dissatisfied yuppies living in gated communities, driving 
suvs and wondering where their youth went. 

We need you to walk the earth, so that other nations can see the 
beauty of American youth, rather than seeing our young in combat 
fatigues behind the barrel of an m-16. 


From the 2005 Pratt University commencement speech given by writer 
and composer James McBride. 
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Goodbye to the brands, to the gift certificates, the cell phones, the iPods. 
Hello to your friends, to your family, your self and the wild earth you live on. 
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THE BLACKSPOT UNSWOOSHER 
Earth-friendly, anti-sweatshop, cruelty-free, and footwear, and then move on to “Blackspot” other 
pro-grassroots, Blackspots are the only rough- dysfunctional industries - Big Music, fast food, 
and-ready shoes designed to give toxic corporations coffee shops, clothing, you name it. We marry 
what they need the most: a swift kick in the our passion for social activism with grassroots 
brand. Join us. One pair = one vote in The Blackspot antipreneurial zeal and rearrange the ugly face 
Anticorporation. Together, we'll revolutionize of megacorporate capitalism. 


BLACKSPOTSNEAKER.ORG 


